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WORKING  COMMITTEE  MINUTES 


The  first  session  of  the  Working  Committee  was  held  at 
4.3O  pm  on  Monday,  6 August  1973  > at  the  St.  Sergius  Monastery, 
Zagorsk,  USSR. 

ATTENDANCE 


The  following  were  present : 


Officers ; 


Members : 


The  Rev.  Dean  J.R.  NELSON,  Chairman  of  the  Working 
Committee 

The  Rev.  Prof.  J.  MEYENDORFF,  Chairman  of  the  Commission 
The  Rev.  J.  GATU,  Vice-Chairman  of  the  Commission 
Miss  C.  HOWARD,  Vice-Chairman  of  the  Commission 
Dorn  E.  LANNE  OSB,  Vice-Chairman  of  the  Commission 


Prof.  N.  CHITESCU 
The  Rev.  Prof.  J.  DESCHNER 
Dr.  E.  FLESSEMAN-VAN  LEER 
The  Rev.  Dr.  H.  FLOTTORP 
Bishop  J. A.  JOHNSON 
The  Rev.  Prof.  K.  KOYAMA 
The  Rev.  Prof.  W.H.  LAZARETH 
The  Rev.  Dr.  B.  LESKO 
The  Rev.  Prof.  J.  MBITI 
The  Rev.  Prof.  J.D.  McCAUGHEY 
The  Rev.  Prof.  J.K.S.  REID 
The  Rev.  Prof.  V.C.  SAMUEL 
The  Rev.  Prof.  J.  SMOLIK 
The  Rev.  H.-H.  WOLF 


Substitute:  Archpriest  V.  BOROVOY  (for  Prof.  L.  VORONOV) 

Guests  t Dr.  J.  LARA- BRA UD 

The  Rev.  J.  LEAKE 

Bishop  MICHAIL  (MOUDJUGIN)  (part-time) 

Bishop  VLADIMIR  (SOBODAN)  (part-time) 


Staff:  The  Rev.  I.  GOULD 

The  Rev.  Dr.  G.F.  MOEDE 
The  Rev.  Dr.  K.  RAISER 
The  Rev.  Dr.  L.  VISCHER 


Interpreters : Miss  I.  FRIEDEBERG 
Miss  B.  MALLET 


Conference  Secretary:  Miss  A.M.  THEILIG 
APOLOGIES 


The  Rev.  E. A.  ADEGBOLA 
Prof.  S.  AGOURIDES 
The  Rev.  I.  BATISTA 
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Metropolitan  CHRYSOSTOMOS  of  Myra 
The  Rev.  Prof.  E.  NACPIL 
The  Rt .Rev.  L.  NEWBIGIN 
The  Rev.  S.  NOMENYO 
Principal  W.M.S.  WEST 

OPENING  ACTIONS 

The  meeting  was  opened  with  prayer  led  by  the  Chairman, 

Dean  NELSON. 

In  a brief  speech  of  welcome  to  the  members,  the  Chairman 
drew  attention  to  the  fact  that  thanks  to  the  gracious  hospitality  of 
the  Russian  Orthodox  Church  this  was  already  the  second  meeting  of  the 
Working  Committee  to  be  held  in  the  monastery  at  Zagrosk.  On  behalf 
of  the  Working  Committee  he  expressed  appreciation  to  the  Patriarchate 
and  its  Department  for  Foreign  Relations  for  all  their  efforts  in 
making  this  meeting  possible. 

The  Chairman  reminded  the  Committee  of  the  fact  that  one  of 
its  members,  Professor  Donald  Mathers,  had  died  since  the  last  meeting 
and  asked  the  Committee  to  join  in  prayer  for  the  departed  friend  and 
colleague . 


The  minutes  of  the  meeting  of  the  Working  Committee  held  at 
Utrecht  1972  (Faith  and  Order  Paper  no.  65)  were  formally  approved  and 
signed  by  the  Chairman. 

A tentative  programme  for  the  meeting  was  adopted. 

REPORT  OF  THE  SECRETARIAT  ON  THE  YEAR  1972-73 

Presenting  the  staff  report  Dr.  VISCHER  made  the  following 
remarks  on  the  activities  during  the  course  of  the  past  year: 

(l)  The  theme  of  the  Faith  and  Order  Commission  at  Louvain 
"Unity  of  the  Church  - Unity  of  Mankind"  has  proved  to  be  of  great 
importance  in  contacts  with  other  units  and  sub-units  of  the  World 
Council  of  Churches.  The  issues  dealt  with  under  this  study  are 
being  discussed  in  many  other  places.  In  particular,  the  need  and 
possibility  of  world  community  have  been  prominent  in  the  sub-unit  on 
Dialogue  with  Peoples  of  Living  Faiths.  Both  the  meetings  with  Muslims 
in  Brouamana  (July  1972)  and  with  Jews  in  Geneva  (December  1972)  had 
the  issue  of  world  community  as  main  item  on  their  agenda.  The  sub- 
unit on  Dialogue  with  People  of  Living  Faiths  is  now  preparing  a world 
consultation  on  "Resources  for  World  Community"  involving  representa- 
tives from  Judaism,  Islam,  Buddhism  and  Hinduism.  The  meeting  is 
scheduled  for  April  1974* 

The  World  Conference  on  "Salvation  Today"  in  Bangkok 
discussed  the  subject  under  other  aspects.  The  emphasis  was  on  the 
great  variety  of  expression  of  faith  in  different  cultural,  social  and 
political  contexts.  At  the  same  time,  the  conference  stressed  the  fact 
that  we  are  all  involved  in  one  history.  An  attempt  was  made  to  re- 
conceive the  task  of  mission  today.  The  geographical  understanding 
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- "go  out  to  the  ends  of  the  world"  - needs  to  be  replaced  by  a 
temporal  understanding  - participation  in  the  one  history  of  the  whole 
mankind . 


The  Faith  and  Order  study  on  "Unity  of  the  Church  - Unity  of 
Mankind"  has  also  been  relevant  in  contacts  with  the  sub-unit  of 
Church  and  Society,  especially  in  the  debate  on  the  theological  aspects 
of  the  study  "Technology  and  the  Future  of  Man".  Since  technology 
today  is  one  of  the  major  factors  creating  interdependence  between 
human  beings,  there  is  need  of  reflecting  afresh  the  true  basis  of  a 
world  community. 

The  wide-spread  interest  in  the  Faith  and  Order  study  is 
perhaps  an  indication  that  the  subject  should  not  be  abandoned  but  be 
pursued  in  collaboration  with  other  sub-units. 

(2)  Spiritual  experience  and  celebration  in  worship.  In  the 
course  of  the  past  years,  several  occasions  have  shown  that  more 
attention  needs  to  be  given  to  the  spirituality  and  the  common 
experience  in  worshipping  God.  New  forms  are  emerging.  Many  examples 
could  be  given,  e.g.  it  is  significant  that  the  element  of  celebration 
has  been  so  important  at  the  World  Conference  of  "Salvation  Today". 

The  recent  "Kirchentag"  in  Germany  had  a similar  character.  Such 
events  raise  the  question  whether  sufficient  attention  is  given  in  the 
ecumenical  movement  to  the  common  spiritual  experience.  Should  not  a 
more  sustained  effort  be  made  to  share  the  different  spiritualities 
and  explore  new  forms  of  worship? 

(3)  Unity  at  different  levels.  Much  could  be  said  about  the 
developments  in  the  field  of  unity.  A full  report  on  this  subject  will 
be  presented  to  the  forthcoming  meeting  of  the  WCC  Central  Committee 

in  Geneva  (l).  One  aspect  may  deserve  special  attention.  While  so 
far  efforts  towards  unity  were  taking  place  either  at  the  local, 
national  or  international  levels,  there  is  a growing  tendency  to  mani- 
fest the  unity  at  the  level  of  continents.  The  recent  agreement 
between  the  Lutheran  and  Reformed  Churches  in  Europe  is  an  illustra- 
tion for  this  tendency,  and  it  is  interesting  to  note  that  the  All 
African  Christian  Conference  at  its  recent  meeting  in  Tananarive  has 
decided  to  undertake  a survey  on  church  union  negotiations  in  Africa. 
This  development  is  significant.  Perhaps  in  the  past  the  attention 
has  too  exclusively  centered  on  either  local  or  universal  unity.  The 
intermediary  stages  have  been  ignored.  If  unity  is  to  be  brought 
about,  it  must  be  realised  at  all  levels.  There  may  be  need  for 
"decentralizing"  the  unity  efforts  and  to  discover  for  each  continent 
the  appropriate  approach. 

(4)  Ministry.  The  report  on  "The  Ordained  Ministry  in 
Ecumenical  Perspective"  has  been  published  in  the  right  moment.  It 
has  met  with  a great  echo  and  many  groups  are  at  work  to  comment  upon 
the  document.  It  has  been  published  at  a moment  when  from  various 


(l)  Ecumenical  Review,  XXV,  4>  October  1973 
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sides  proposals  for  the  mutual  recognition  of  ministries  are  brought 
forward  (Groupe  des  Dombes,  report  of  the  ecumenical  institutes  in 
Germany,  etc.).  The  intensive  debate  does  not  necessarily  mean  that 
a consensus  on  the  subject  can  be  formulated.  The  Working  Committee 
will  need  to  suggest  the  steps  which  could  be  taken  at  this  point. 
Perhaps  the  three  statements  on  Baptism,  Eucharist  and  the  Ministry 
could  be  brought  together  in  one  document  and  be  addressed  to  the 
churches  with  a formal  request  to  respond  to  it.  It  is  important 
that  the  Working  Committee  succeed  in  provoking  the  churches  to  take 
concrete  steps  towards  mutual  recognition. 

(5)  The  Magisterium  in  ecumenical  perspective.  Recently 
the  Vatican  Congregation  on  the  Doctrine  of  Faith  has  published  a 
declaration  rejecting  certain  errors  regarding  the  unity  of  the  Church, 
the  dogma  of  infallibility  and  the  doctrine  of  ministry.  Though  this 
declaration  is  exclusively  addressed  to  the  members  of  the  Roman 
Catholic  Church,  it  is  also  of  importance  for  the  work  of  the  Faith 
and  Order  Commission.  The  recent  theological  debate  on  the  infalli- 
bility of  the  Pope  among  Roman  Catholic  theologians  has  raised  the 
hope  that  the  issue  could  perhaps  be  clarified  in  ecumenical  conversa- 
tion. For  a long  time  the  dogma  of  1870  seemed  to  be  a non-discuss- 
ible  issue.  But  since  the  Second  Vatican  Council  the  hesitation  has 
been  overcome.  More  and  more  Roman  Catholic  theologians  seek  to  inter- 
pret the  dogma  of  1870  in  new  ways.  They  tend  to  use  the  views  of  the 
minority  at  Vatican  I as  the  hermeneutical  principle  for  interpreting 
the  text.  They  do  not  emphasise  in  the  first  place  what  the  text  says, 
but  what  it  does  not  say.  The  debate  is  so  far  advanced  that  the  time 
may  have  come  to  define  the  issue  in  ecumenical  conversation.  The 
questions  raised  among  Roman  Catholic  theologians  are  also  relevant 
though  in  different  ways  for  other  churches.  How  can  the  truth  be 
taught  today  with  authority  and  the  Church  be  protected  against  error? 
What  is  the  place  of  authority  in  the  Church.  Can  the  community 
arrive  at  a common  understanding  of  further  truth?  The  notion  of 
conciliarity  may  be  of  decisive  importance  in  this  respect. 

(6)  The  gap  between  the  Faith  and  Order  Commission  and  the 
Churches.  Generally  ecumenical  debates  only  touch  the  surface  of  the 
life  of  the  churches.  Even  if  the  results  of  our  studies  are  success- 
fully communicated  to  the  churches,  they  hardly  change  the  general 
attitude  in  their  constituency.  Many  examples  could  be  given  for  this. 
In  fact,  the  question  needs  to  be  raised  as  to  whether  the  material 
provided  by  the  Faith  and  Order  Commission,  and  for  that  matter  by  the 
World  Council  of  Churches  as  a whole,  is  capable  of  bringing  about 
unity.  The  hesitations  which  people  have  are  rooted  in  quite  different 
concerns,  e.g.  in  many  places  the  quest  for  unity  implicitly  raises 
the  issue  of  the  relationship  between  Church  and  State  and  without 
solving  this  issue,  no  move  towards  unity  can  be  made.  To  what  extent 
should  Faith  and  Order  get  involved  in  matters  of  this  kind? 

(7)  Giving  account  of  the  hope  that  is  in  us.  The  invitation 
issued  by  the  Working  Committee  in  Utrecht  found  a surprising 
response.  It  is  most  encouraging  that  groups  .in  many  countries  have 
started  to  work  on  that  project.  Perhaps  this  sturiy  provides  an 
opportunity  to  be  in  more  effective  contact  with  the  base.  The  study 
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does  not  seek  to  import  any  ready  results  which  are  simply  communi- 
cated but  invite  the  response  coming  out  of  the  given  situation. 

Responding  to  a question  by  Professor  WOLF,  asking  whether 
any  of  the  consensus  statements  had  been  officially  received  by  any 
of  the  member  churches,  both  Professor  CHITESCU  and  Miss  HOWARD  under- 
lined the  difficulties  which  the  churches  were  facing  concerning  the 
reception  of  such  statements.  Fr.  MEDINA  shared  with  the  Committee 
the  information  that  the  International  Theological  Commission  of  the 
Holy  See  is  preparing  reports  on  the  statements  on  Baptism  and  the 
Eucharist. 


Professor  DESCHNER  referred  to  Dr.  Vischer' s comment  on 
magisterium  (see  above  p.  8)  and  hoped  that  the  whole  issue  of  teach- 
ing authority  in  the  church  would  remain  a point  on  our  agenda  along 
with  such  issues  as  the  meaning  of  the  dogma.  Dr.  FLOTTORP  emphasized 
that  there  has  been  a shift  in  the  concept  and  experience  of  authority 
today.  Fr.  LANNE  stated  that  the  document  on  infallibility  from  the 
Congregation  of  the  Doctrine  of  Faith  in  Rome  must  be  seen  in  the 
light  of  the  documents  of  the  Second  Vatican  Council.  The  place  of 
authority  must  be  discussed  in  its  context. 

GIVING  ACCOUNT  OF  THE  HOPE  THAT  IS  IN  US 

Dr.  VISCHER  summarized  briefly  the  situation  of  this  study. 
The  invitation  issued  by  the  Faith  and  Order  Working  Committee  in 
1972  had  been  circulated  widely  and  had  found  a very  encouraging 
response.  Many  groups  are  already  at  work  (see  list  Appendix  I).  In 
some  countries  the  National  Christian  Council  or  some  similar  institu- 
tion have  taken  the  initiative  to  invite  local  groups  to  participate 
in  the  study  (e.g.  Great  Britain,  South  Africa,  Federal  Republic  of 
Germany,  etc.).  He  felt  that  it  was  important  that  the  Faith  and  Order 
Working  Committee  should  renew  the  contact  with  all  these  groups.  Per- 
haps it  should  issue  another  letter  expressing  appreciation  for  the 
participation  and  indicating  the  direction  the  study  is  going  to  take 
in  the  course  of  the  coming  years.  Dr.  Vischer  raised  then  the 
question  what  place  the  study  should  be  given  on  the  agenda  of  the 
Faith  and  Order  Commission  meeting  in  summer  1974*  Obviously,  the 
study  could  not  be  concluded  at  this  time.  The  study  needed  to  be 
continued  beyond  the  meeting  of  the  Commission  and  possibly  even 
beyond  the  Assembly.  The  meeting  of  the  Commission  could  be  used  as 
an  opportunity  for  a first  evaluation.  By  clarifying  the  implications 
of  the  study  the  meeting  may  give  a further  impetus  to  the  process  in 
the  different  countries.  It  has  already  become  clear  that  certain 
major  issues  will  need  to  be  discussed  and  clarified  by  the  Commission. 
It  may  be  a good  thing  to  start  work  on  these  issues  without  too  much 
delay.  A few  examples  may  illustrate  this.  What  is  the  relationship 
between  the  Tradition  as  expressed  in  the  Creeds  and  Confessions  and 
an' account'  given  in  a particular  situation?  What  is  the  relationship 
between  the  teaching  authority  of  the  Church  and  contemporary  accounts? 
What  has  the  study  to  say  about  unity  and  diversity  in  the  Church? 

Dr.  LESKO  agreed  that  the  study  required  considerable  time 
and  that  it  should  therefore  be  allowed  to  go  on  for  some  time. 
Professor  SMOLIK  reported  that  the  study  had  raised  interest  in 
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Czechoslovakia.  Miss  HOWARD  stressed  the  importance  of  each  group 
taking  seriously  the  situation  in  which  it  lived.  The  accounts  needed 
to  be  responses  to  particular  life  contexts. 

Professor  DESCHNER  felt  that  a distinction  needed  to  be  made 
between  statements  of  faith  drawn  up  by  or  on  behalf  of  a church  and 
accounts  of  hope  drawn  up  by  a group  in  a particular  situation.  State- 
ments of  faith  needed  necessarily  to  claim  universal  character. 

Accounts  of  hope  were  of  more  existential  nature.  He  expressed  the 
hope  that  the  Commission  would  focus  on  'accounts  of  hope'.  The  study 
should  aim  at  clarifying  the  plurality  of  witness  in  the  present 
ecumenical  movement.  Professor  McCAUGHEY  raised  the  question  of  the 
adequate  evaluation  of  the  different  accounts.  How  can  they  be  com- 
pared? It  would  not  be  enough  to  look  at  their  content.  It  will  be 
essential  to  take  into  consideration  the  form  each  statement  has. 

What  particular  form  of  Christian  expression  has  the  group  used  and 
why  has  it  been  used?  For  example,  the  group  in  Australia  had 
decided  to  use  the  form  of  a short  doxology.  It  felt  that  this  form 
would  be  the  most  adequate  in  the  present  situation  of  Australia.  The 
outsider  may  not  immediately  appreciate  this  form  and  he  may  pass 
too  quick  a judgment  on  this  statement.  Therefore,  it  would  be  impor- 
tant to  ask  each  group  not  only  to  send  in  the  end  result  but  to 
indicate  how  it  has  been  led  to  the  particular  form  it  has  chosen. 

This  background  will  be  very  important  for  the  process  of  evaluation. 
Mr.  LEAKE  reported  on  the  echo  the  study  had  found  in  the  United 
Kingdom.  The  British  Council  of  Churches  sold  ca.  14*000  copies  of 
the  invitation.  Many  groups  had  responded.  They  fall  into  three  cate- 
gories: denominational  groups,  groups  related  to  local  councils  and 
ad  hoc  groups.  The  British  Council  of  Churches  was  now  faced  with  the 
task  of  collecting  and  coordinating  the  responses.  Professor  REID 
reported  on  several  efforts  being  undertaken  in  Scotland.  Several 
attempts  were  being  made  by  churches  to  articulate  the  Christian  faith. 
Is  this  perhaps  an  indication  that,  independently  from  the  invitation 
issued  by  the  Faith  and  Order  Commission,  the  churches  fee]  the  need 
to  state  the  faith?  He  felt  that  in  the  process  of  evaluation  use 
should  also  be  made  of  texts  which  had  not  been  formulated  in  response 
to  the  invitation  by  the  Faith  and  Order  Commission.  Professor  KOYAMA 
said  that  in  many  places  the  participation  of  conservative  evangelicals 
was  of  crucial  importance.  This  was  particularly  true  for  Singapore. 
Dr.  FL0TT0RP  underlined  the  significance  of  different  styles  of 
reporting.  The  study  should  avoid  uniformity.  The  groups  should  be 
encouraged  to  use  their  own  style  of  devising  their  report.  Bishop 
JOHNSON  emphasized  the  need  to  secure  responses  from  situations  where 
racism  and  injustice  are  prevailing.  These  situations  were  of  parti- 
cular importance  for  the  study.  The  accounts  should  not  be  desk  work 
but  reflect  situations  where  the  Christian  witness  was  put  to  the  test. 

After  this  discussion  Dean  NELSON  introduced  briefly  the 
report  on  the  Faith  and  Order  Consultation  in  Bangkok,  9-12  January 
1973  (published  in  STUDY  ENCOUNTER,  SE/45) . The  Secretariat  had 
seized  the  opportunity  of  the  World  Conference  on  "Salvation  Today" 
to  call  a small  consultation  on  the  study  "Giving  account  of  the  hope 
that  is  in  us".  Fifteen  people  from  different  continents  and  different 
confessional  and  theological  backgrounds  were  present.  An  attempt  was 
made  to  articulate  the  understanding  of  Christ  in  the  context  of 
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different  cultures.  The  response  of  those  present  was  very  spontane- 
ous and  the  report  reflected  this  spontaneity.  It  was  not  a refined 
document  but  rather  minutes  of  the  discussion.  The  meeting  had  been 
an  exciting  one  and  had  helped  to  sharpen  certain  issues  implied  in 
the  study.  Professor  KOYAMA  added  that  the  meeting  had  shown  the 
considerable  variety  in  Christological  thinking  due  to  the  difference 
of  cultures.  Christ  needs  to  be  articulated  differently  in  different 
cultural  situations.  How  do  we  cope  with  this  variety?  Can  we  say 
that  there  is  one  Jesus  but  many  Christs?  The  formula  is  not  satis- 
factory but  it  points  to  the  question  which  the  consultation  was  facing. 
Several  speakers  asked  questions  about  the  consultation.  Did  the  dis- 
cussion do  justice  to  the  need  to  relate  the  different  approaches?  Did 
it  sufficiently  examine  whether  they  were  not  mutually  exclusive? 
Criticism  was  voiced  with  regard  to  the  first  section  on  verbalization. 
Did  this  section  not  minimize  beyond  measure  the  value  and  possibility 
of  words?  Dr.  VISCHER  replied  that  the  aim  of  this  consultation  had 
not  been  to  produce  a balanced  report.  The  first  section  was  not  a 
treatise  on  language  but  rather  a plea  to  let  experience  find  its  own 
language.  Language  should  serve  the  experience  and  help  it  to  become 
alive.  The  discussion  had  as  its  point  of  departure  the  question:  How 
do  you  express  the  affirmation  'Christ  - God  and  Man'  in  your  cultural 
situation?  The  bewildering  variety  should  be  accepted  as  a question 
to  be  dealt  with.  It  should  not  immediately  be  called  into  question 
by  the  standards  of  tradition. 

Dean  NELSON  raised  the  question  what  direction  the  Working 
Committee  could  give  to  the  Secretariat  concerning  the  further  steps 
to  be  taken.  Should  we  say  anything  further  to  the  groups?  What  can 
the  study  specifically  contribute  to  the  meeting  of  the  Commission  in 
1974?  A sub-committee  was  asked  to  discuss  further  the  plans  for  the 
study  and  to  draft  a memorandum  and  a letter  to  be  sent  to  the  various 
groups.  Later,  the  sub-committee  reported  to  the  full  Working  Committee 
and  a text  was  agreed  upon  (see  Appendix  II). 

UNITY  OP  THE  CHURCH  - UNITY  OF  MANKIND 

The  paper  was  introduced  by  Professor  DESCHNER.  After  out- 
lining the  different  stages  in  the  development  of  the  argument  up  to 
the  present  form,  he  proposed  (l)  that  the  Working  Committee  should 
discuss  the  paper  and  summarize  its  reaction  in  a drafted  minute  and 
(2)  that  the  report  be  later  revised  and  shared  with  the  Faith  and 
Order  Commission. 

Dr.  VISCHER  said  that  the  report  and  the  reaction  to  it 
should  be  seen  in  the  perspective  of  the  preparations  for  the  next 
Assembly.  One  of  the  topics  chosen  would  be  concerned  with  the  issues 
dealt  with  in  this  study.  The  paper  concentrated  deliberately  on 
ecclesiological  questions  in  order  to  articulate  the  specific  contri- 
bution of  the  Faith  and  Order  Commission  to  a wider  debate.  He  hoped 
that  the  further  discussion  would  help  to  identify  issues  which  need 
consideration  in  the  light  of  this  study. 
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The  Chairman  then  proposed  the  following  sub-group:  Koyama 
(convenor),  Flesseman,  Lazareth,  Smolik,  Wolf  and  Raiser  as  staff  to 
listen  to  the  discussion  with  a view  to  drafting  a reaction  by  the 
Working  Committee. 

The  discussion,  following  some  introductory  remarks  by 
Fr.  LANNE,  centered  mainly  on  the  leading  concepts  used  in  the  report: 
interdependence,  sign,  unity  and  diversity,  conciliarity . 

Referring  to  the  interpretation  of  "interdependence"  in  the 
paper  several  members  expressed  misgivings  about  the  general  use  of 
the  term.  Professor  KOYAMA  and  Professor  MBITI  asked  especially  that 
the  ambiguity  of  the  present  situation  of  interdependence  be  stressed. 
Dr.  LESKO  raised  doubts  about  the  accuracy  of  the  historical  analysis 
implied  in  the  description  of  the  present  world  as  characterized  by 
growing  interdependence.  Bishop  JOHNSON  wondered  whether  the  New 
Testament  did  emphasize  man’s  interdependence  or  rather  man’s  absolute 
dependence  upon  God.  Professor  SMOLIK  and  Professor  KOYAMA  felt  that 
the  term  "interdependence"  described  adequately  the  situation  of  a 
technological  age  but  did  not  do  justice  to  the  spiritual  dimension  of 
human  encounter.  Mr.  GATU  wished  that  we  had  a word  which  describes 
what  we  really  feel.  "Interdependence"  had  a hypocritical  connotation, 
especially  in  view  of  the  history  of  missions.  He  asked  to  consider 
alternatives  like  "interconnectedness",  "inter-relatedness"  or  "inter- 
action". Dr.  VISCHER  pointed  out  that  the  study  process  had  led  to 
the  deliberate  decision  to  concentrate  the  discussion  of  human  unity 
on  the  phenomenon  of  interdependence.  The  consultation  at  Torre 
Pellice  (1972)  had  attempted  a definition  of  the  term.  It  had  been 
the  intention  in  the  report  to  use  the  term  in  a neutral  way  while 
taking  seriously  the  ambiguities  involved.  The  very  fact  that  men 
become  more  and  more  interrelated  increases  the  conflicts  of  power, 
identity  etc.  A more  considered  effort  could  perhaps  be  made  to 
express  the  contribution  which  the  Church  could  make  to  a world  already 
living  in  interdependence. 

The  discussion  on  the  concept  of  "sign"  was  opened  by 
Professor  DESCHNER  who  pointed  out  that  the  Church  was  essentially  sign 
of  a mystery  which  was  not  visible  to  the  world  but  only  to  the  eyes 
of  faith.  Fr.  MEYENDORFF  called  for  further  clarification  of  the 
description  of  the  Church  as  sign.  Empirically,  it  was  hardly  possible 
to  call  the  Church  a sign.  He  called  attention  to  the  institutional 
side  of  the  Church's  life,  to  its  character  as  a sacramental  institu- 
tion and  for  the  clear  recognition  that  in  the  Church  there  is  always 
a co-existence  of  the  Old  and  the  New  Adam.  Dr.  VISCHER  suggested  to 
distinguish  two  levels  of  hiddenness  in  the  sign  of  the  Church.  On 
the  one  hand,  the  revelation  itself  remains  partly  a hidden  mystery; 
on  the  other  hand,  the  sign  can  be  obscured  by  human  sin.  The  sign 
language  has  the  advantage  of  emphasizing  the  givenness  of  the  Church 
as  it  stresses  the  call  to  manifest  the  sign.  Professor  SMOLIK,  though 
agreeing  with  the  emphasis  on  the  hiddenness  of  the  sign,  stressed  the 
fact  that  there  is  something  which  can  be  seen  and  recognized  by  all 
men,  not  only  in  the  voice  of  prophetic  judgment  but  also  in  the  sign 
of  service  to  society.  There  must  be  signs  of  hope,  love,  promise  and 
service  in  the  life  of  the  Church  by  which  unbelievers  can  recognise 
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that  God  is  present  in  the  Christian  community.  Professor  WOLF 
expressed  the  conviction  that,  in  spite  of  the  remaining  ambiguity, 
signs  have  to  be  understood  basically  as  manifestations  of  the  break- 
through of  the  revelation  of  the  world.  Dr.  FLOTTORP  warned  against 
too  close  an  analogy  between  Christ  and  the  Church  as  sign.  Dr.  LARA- 
BRAUD  cautioned  against  the  temptation  to  draw  too  much  comfort  from 
the  hiddenness  of  the  sign.  Sometimes  the  Church  can  become  a sign  by 
fighting  against  unities  because  of  their  demonic  qualities.  Fr.  MEDINA 
asked  for  a strengthening  of  the  Biblical  material  on  sign  and  mystery. 
He  drew  attention  to  repentance  as  a sign.  In  the  life  of  the  Church 
there  have  to  be  visible,  corporate  signs  of  an  attitude  of  repentance. 

Commenting  on  the  second  part  of  the  report,  Professor 
LAZARETH  welcomed  the  clear  distinction  between  the  unity  of  men  based 
on  creation  and  the  unity  manifested  in  the  catholicity  of  the  Church. 

He  also  supported  the  report  in  its  clear  analysis  of  the  ambiguity 
involved  in  the  concept  of  sign.  He  missed  this  dialectic,  however, 
in  the  discussion  on  unity  and  diversity.  Fr.  MEYENDORFF  stressed  the 
importance  of  the  distinction  between  legitimate  and  sinful  diversity. 
Dr.  MOEDE  asked  for  clearer  criteria  guiding  this  very  distinction. 

The  change  of  division  into  diversity  involved  several  difficult  steps. 
He  also  asked  that  care  be  taken  in  the  discussion  on  conciliarity  lest 
a simple  relatedness  of  churches  becomes  the  ultimate  goal  of  the 
ecumenical  movement.  Bishop  JOHNSON  expressed  his  appreciation  for  the 
passage  on  unity  or  "diversity  centered  on  Christ".  The  ecumenical 
movement  should  see  its  task  in  removing  that  diversity  which  conceals 
the  centre  in  Christ.  Diversity  becomes  division  when  it  is  no  longer 
centered  on  Christ.  Professor  DESCHNER  in  referring  to  the  Church  in 
Corinth  drew  attention  to  the  difficulty  that  often  legitimate  and 
illegitimate  diversities  appeal  to  Christ.  Professor  REID  said  that 
church  unity  must  not  be  understood  as  monolithic  but  rather  as  the 
inclusion  of  diversities  into  a given  unity.  Dr.  FLESSEMAN  wondered 
whether  the  statement  could  hold  that  in  eschatological  perspective, 
catholicity  transcends  the  tension  between  unity  and  diversity.  She 
also  questioned  the  application  of  the  concept  of  charisma  in  the  New 
Testament  to  the  fact  of  being  rich  or  poor.  Professor  McCAUGHEY 
warned  against  an  overemphasis  on  diversity.  It  should  not  be  over- 
looked that  baptism  makes  us  all  sons  o"'  the  same  Father.  Charismata 
have  their  dignity  - but  they  are  conferred  upon  those  who  have  first 
become  sons.  Professor  SMOLIK  pointed  out  that  because  of  its 
dynamic  character  the  relationship  between  unity  and  diversity  could  not 
simply  be  described.  Miss  HOWARD  stressed  that  cultural  diversity 
ivas  not  simply  part  of  the  diversity  of  creation.  Culture  can  acquire 
a demonic  character.  Professor  McCAUGHEY  felt  that  the  report  had  not 
given  sufficient  attention  to  the  ambiguities  of  human  culture  which 
had  emerged  strongly  in  the  course  of  the  discussion  of  Section  Y in 
Louvain.  The  Christian  faith  creates,  absorbs  and  destroys  culture. 

Tiie  perspective  of  incarnation  has  to  be  complemented  by  the  centra] 
events  of  cross  and  resurrection.  Even  today  Christ  does  not  only 
became  incarnate  but  is  crucified  in  certain  situations. 


14 


Professor  DESCiiNER  asked  whether  the  attempt  to  state  in 
contemporary  terms  the  conditions  of  conciliarity  was  true,  rigorous 
enough  and  thus  acceptable.  To  this  Fr.  MEYENDORFF  replied  that  he 
had  no  difficulty  with  this  part  of  the  report,  except  perhaps  regard- 
ing the  criterion  of  "representativeness"  which,  was  at  least  histori- 
cally never  very  important.  Since  it  involved  the  question  of  the 
episcopate  further  thought  should  be  given  to  it.  Fr.  MEDINA  pointed 
out  that  minimal  conditions  should  not  be  taken  to  be  sufficient  con- 
ditions. He  also  explained  the  difficulties  connected  for  Roman 
Catholic  thinking  with  the  term  "conciliarity".  Professor  SAMUEL  said 
that  he  was  less  concerned  about  representativeness  as  he  was  about 
truth  as  a criterion  of  conciliarity.  The  Church  at  all  times  has  to 
listen  to  the  truth.  In  conluding  the  discussion  Professor  DESCHNER 
expressed  the  opinion  that  should  these  conditions  be  adequately  formu- 
lated they  constitute  the  basic  elements  of  an  ecumenical  agenda. 

At  a later  session  the  sub-committee  appointed  earlier  sub- 
mitted a report  (see  Appendix  III).  In  the  course  of  the  ensuing 
discussion  the  following  points  were  AGREED: 

(1)  The  Working  Committee  accepts  the  report  of  the  sub-committee  and 
endorses  especially  the  attempt  to  indicate  under  four  headings 
the  main  emphases  emerging  from  the  study. 

(2)  The  Working  Committee  recommends  a change  of  the  title  following 
the  second  proposal  of  the  sub-committee,  viz.  "The  Unity  of  the 
Church  in  an  Interdependent  World",  granting  to  the  staff  dis- 
cretionary power  for  further  revision  along  these  lines. 

(3)  The  report  of  the  sub-committee  shall  serve  as  the  basis  for  a 
final  editing  of  the  study  report  to  be  carried  out  by  the  staff. 

(4)  The  insights  emerging  from  the  study,  especially  those  related  to 
four  major  headings  shall  be  brought  to  bear  on  various  ongoing 
processes,  in  particular  the  forthcoming  meetings  in  Salamanca, 
of  the  Faith  and  Order  Commission  and  of  the  WCC  Assembly. 

(5)  In  publishing  the  study  report  the  possibility  should  be  explored 
of  adding  to  it  a number  of  essays  on  certain  areas  and  concepts, 
in  particular  "sign",  "mystery"  and  "interdependence". 

CONCEPTS  OF  UNITY  AND  MODELS  OF  UNION 

Dr.  MOEDE  introduced  the  study  by  drawing  attention  to  the 
decision  taken  at  Utrecht  (Faith  and  Order  Paper  no.  65,  pp.  21-24). 
Immediately  after  the  meeting  in  Utrecht  a discussion  paper  was  written 
and  widely  circulated.  It  was  sent  not  only  to  all  members  of  the 
Faith  and  Order  Commission  but  to  many  other  persons  interested  and 
involved  in  the  issues  of  the  unity  of  the  Church.  All  were  invited 
to  send  in  their  responses  and  comments.  Dr.  Moede  described  how  the 
paper  made  an  attempt  to  analyse  the  present  situation  with  regard  to 
unity,  to  describe  the  different  approaches  to  overcome  the  division 
and  to  point  to  a common  goal  to  be  pursued  by  all,  and  interpreted 
the  nature  of  the  reactions  to  it.  The  paper  has  been  discussed  at 
the  annual  meeting  of  the  Executive  Secretaries  of  World  Confessional 
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Families  in  Geneva  (November  1972)  and  at  a consultation  of  Orthodox 
theologians,  especially  convened  for  this  purposely  the  Faith  and 
Order  Secretariat  (August  2-3,  1973 » in  Geneva).  Later  this  year 
(September  23  to  October  1,  1973 » in  Salamanca,  Spain)  a larger  con- 
ference will  be  held  to  consider  the  theme  and  to  prepare  a report  to 
be  submitted  to  the  Faith  and  Order  Commission  in  summer  1974*  It  is 
hoped  that  the  Faith  and  Order  Working  Committee  can  begin  to  prepare 
an  annotated  agenda  for  the  Salamanca  meeting.  Miss  HOWARD  said  that 
many  of  the  Faith  and  Order  papers  produced  in  the  course  of  the  past 
years  take  up  the  question  of  how  we  look  at  unity.  She  asked  how  the 
insights  of  these  other  papers  could  be  related  to  the  present  dis- 
cussion. Dr.  VISCHER  answered  that  the  study  document  on  "The  Unity 
of  the  Church  and  the  Unity  of  Mankind"  was  of  particular  importance 
for  the  further  discussion  of  the  "unity  we  seek".  The  meeting  at 
Salamanca  needed  to  take  this  paper  into  account.  In  a sense  the  two 
papers  "The  Unity  of  the  Church  and  the  Unity  of  Mankind"  and  "Concepts 
of  Unity  and  Models  of  Union"  formed  one  pair.  Fr.  MEDINA  thought  that 
the  study  paper  "Concepts  of  Unity  and  Models  of  Union"  made  many 
interesting  suggestions.  Obviously,  the  question  of  the  unity  of  the 
Church  immediately  leads  to  the  questions  of  the  nature  of  the  Church. 
Unity  can  be  reached  only  on  the  basis  of  a common  understanding  of 
the  Church  in  general  terms.  This  is  legitimate.  But  does  this 
approach  do  justice  to  the  need  of  reaching  consensus  on  particular 
questions?  Unity  can  be  reached  only  by  building  up  step  by  step  a 
solid  consensus.  The  paper  seems  to  assume  that  this  work  has  already 
been  achieved.  It  starts  from  the  ultimate  end.  But  can  we  speak 
about  the  unity  we  finally  hope  to  reach  before  having  clarified  the 
issues  which  divide  us?  The  study  paper  points  to  the  fact  that  the 
call  to  the  unity  of  the  Church  implies  a challenge  to  the  identity  of 
each  individual  tradition  and  church.  The  paper  suggests  that  the 
churches  should  be  ready  to  lose  their  identity.  Can  this  suggestion 
be  made?  Does  it  not  mean  that  the  World  Council  of  Churches  throws 
the  "Toronto  Statement"  out  of  the  window?  Mrs.  FLESSEMAN  replied  that 
this  was  not  so.  The  Toronto  statement  was  the  point  of  departure. 
Membership  in  the  World  Council  of  Churches  did  not  require  from  any 
church  abandoning  its  basic  theological  and  ecclesiological  convictions. 
The  World  Council  of  Churches  did  not  have  any  official  concept  of 
unity.  It  was  the  purpose  of  the  fellowship  in  the  World  Council  to 
discover  together  the  unity  which  God  wills  for  his  Church.  The  study 
paper,  prepared  for  the  meeting  in  Salamanca,  was  an  attempt  to  further 
that  debate.  It  was  as  little  inconsistent  with  the  Toronto  statement 
as  were  the  reports  on  unity  by  the  Assemblies,  especially  the  Third 
Assembly  in  New  Delhi.  Dean  NELSON  added  that  no  false  opposition 
should  be  made  between  the  Toronto  statement  which  concerned  the  nature 
of  membership  in  the  World  Council  and  the  search  for  unity  as  reflected 
in  the  study  paper  for  the  Salamanca  meeting.  The  phrase  "challenge  to 
identity"  did  not  imply  that  there  should  be  a break  with  the  past  but 
rather  that  the  churches  needed  to  discover  together  a larger  identity. 
Professor  McCAUGHEY  said  that  in  the  study  paper  the  term  identity  was 
used  in  a certain  context.  Union  negotiations  raised  the  problem  of 
identity.  But  in  fact  the  Church  was  constantly  facing  the  problem  of 
identity.  If  it  is  true  that  the  Church  lives  in  faith,  it  is  con- 
stantly dying  and  being  reborn.  Obviously  the  crisis  of  identity 
represents  a pastoral  problem  and  the  churches  must  be  equipped  to 
deal  with  it.  The  churches  must  be  led  to  recognize  that  the  crisis 
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of  identity  can  be  an  enriching  \experience  if  faced  honestly.  As  the 
churches  proceed  to  church  union\  they  do  not  need  to  think  in  terms 
of  a break  with  the  past.  The  united  church  may  give  them  a better 
foundation  for  the  witness  and  the  mission.  They  may  go  through  death 
in  order  to  be  reborn.  Dr.  LESKO  felt  that  the  churches  today  no 
longer  have  clear-cut  identities.  There  was  an  increasing  number  of 
Christians  who  no  longer  belong  to  one  church  but  constitute  a kind  of 
"third  nationality".  They  move  from  one  church  to  another  and  have  had 
so  many  experiences  that  they  cannot  identify  with  one  tradition.  As 
we  think  about  the  identity  of  the  churches,  this  phenomenon  needs  to 
be  taken  into  account.  Professor  KOYAMA  said  that,  in  Asia,  the 
experience  of  Christian  identity  was  not  burdened  with  the  "heavy  over- 
coats of  history".  The  churches  were  more  easily  ready  to  move  towards 
unity.  Fr.  MEYENDORFF  felt  that  the  question  of  identity  needed  to  be 
related  to  the  question  of  truth.  What  kind  of  identity  am  I to  lose? 

I need  to  be  prepared  to  lose  my  identity  if  I am  in  error,  but  only  if 
this  is  the  case.  Unity  cannot  be  organized;  it  depends  on  the  truth. 
Therefore,  we  need  to  leave  the  question  to  God.  Since  he  is  the  truth 
he  will  give  us  the  new  in  continuity  with  the  past.  The  ecumenical 
movement  has  a tendency  to  be  triumphalistic  about  unity  as  if  unity 
could  be  manipulated.  Bishop  JOHNSON  quoted  from  the  book  of  W.E.B. 
Dubois,  The  Soul  of  Black  Folks.  This  quote  illustrates  the  problem 
of  dual  identity  of  black  Americans.  Though  they  are  black  they  cannot 
be  Africans  and  to  be  American  means  to  bleach  your  soul  in  the  flood 
of  white  America.  There  is  a strong  necessity  for  identity  of  the 
black  churches.  The  blacks  in  the  United  States  are  challenged  to 
become  like  Christ  and  not  to  become  like  the  majority  group.  This 
raises  grave  questions  for  black  participation  in  the  ecumenical  move- 
ment. Professor  SAMUEL  said  that  the  Church  in  the  early  centuries 
was  characterized  by  many  differences,  but  was  basically  one.  The  one 
tradition  found  expression  in  many  different  traditions.  The  problem 
of  different  identities  was  not  necessarily  the  problem  of  unity  and 
division.  There  is  room  within  the  one  Church  for  different  adaptations 
and  we  need  to  examine  the  possibility  of  legitimate  pluralism.  Miss 
HOWARD  expressed  the  hope  that  the  issue  of  identity  will  be  clarified 
at  the  Salamanca  meeting.  Professor  MBITI  felt  that  the  identity  of 
the  Church  should  not  be  allowed  to  become  a kind  of  myth.  The  only 
identity  which  is  theologically  valid  is  the  identity  in  Christ. 

After  the  discussion  on  identity  the  discussion  turned  to  the  purpose 
and  programme  of  the  meeting  at  Salamanca.  Dr.  VISCHER  suggested  that 
the  discussion  should  have  two  foci.  The  meeting  should  aim  at  clari- 
fying the  nature  of  the  unity  we  seek  and  develop  some  thoughts  on  the 
possibility  of  a common  strategy  towards  unity.  He  asked  the  members 
of  the  Committee  to  suggest  the  main  themes  which  should  receive  atten- 
tion in  the  meeting.  Professor  WOLF  felt  that,  in  the  course  of  the 
last  few  years,  a change  of  climate  had  occurred.  More  and  more  people 
were  no  longer  really  interested  in  the  formal  search  for  unity.  Will 
the  meeting  at  Salamanca  be  able  to  develop  a vision  of  unity  appealing 
to  them  as  well?  Dr.  VISCHER  responded  that  an  attempt  had  been  made 
to  include  as  many  different  people  as  possible  in  the  debate,  not  only 
those  engaged  in  conversations  and  negotiations  but  also  people 
representing  more  spontaneous  approaches  to  unity.  Professor  LAZARETH 
suggested  that  the  term  "organic  union"  required  further  scrutiny.  The 
Constitution  of  the  World  Council  of  Churches  spoke  of  visible  unity. 
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It  should  not  be  too  quickly  assumed  that  visible  unity  was  identical 
with  organic  union.  A careful  analysis  of  different  possible  models 
of  visible  unity  should  be  undertaken.  Professor  MBITI  referred  to 
the  fact  that  sometimes  political  factors  played  a considerable  role 
in  achieving  unity  among  the  churches.  In  some  countries  the  state 
enforced  unity.  How  must  this  possibility  be  evaluated?  He  felt  that 
some  guidance  would  be  welcome  in  this  respect.  He  also  suggested  that 
the  relationship  between  unity  and  indigenisation  should  be  examined. 
Professor  DESCHNER  was  of  the  opinion  that  the  Salamanca  meeting  should 
give  primary  attention  to  the  goal  of  the  ecumenical  movement.  The 
study  paper  made  a beginning  in  this  direction  but  did  not  go  far 
enough.  He  would  like  the  meeting  to  be  more  specific  about  the 
necessary  steps  towards  a truly  ecumenical  council. 

In  response  to  a question,  Dr.  VISCHER  briefly  reported  on 
the  contacts  with  the  World  Confessional  Families  on  the  subject  of 
unity.  The  issue  was  regularly  discussed  at  the  annual  meetings  of  the 
Executive  Secretaries  of  World  Confessional  Families  in  Geneva.  At  the 
last  meeting,  the  survey  "Confessions  in  Dialogue"  by  Nils  Ehrenstrom 
and  Gunther  Gassmann  as  well  as  the  study  paper  "Concepts  of  Unity  and 
Models  of  Union"  were  discussed.  The  group  decided  to  examine  at  its 
next  meeting  the  results  coming  out  of  the  Salamanca  meeting.  In  the 
meantime  a further  initiative  had  been  taken  by  the  World  Alliance  of 
Reformed  Churches.  The  Executive  Committee  of  the  Alliance  had  decided 
to  review  the  role  of  the  Alliance  and  of  World  Families  in  general  in 
the  ecumenical  movement.  The  Alliance  decided  to  invite  representa- 
tives of  other  Families  to  share  in  this  undertaking.  Thus  the  effort 
of  the  Alliance  has  become  a common  concern  of  the  annual  meeting  of 
Executive  Secretaries  of  World  Confessional  Families.  A small  meeting 
was  held  on  June  15 , 1973 > in  Geneva.  The  Faith  and  Order  Secretariat 
was  invited  to  participate. 

Fr.  MEYENDORFF  reported  on  the  recent  meeting  of  Orthodox 
theologians  in  Geneva  (August  2-3,  1973)*  He  introduced  the  report 
(see  Appendix  IV).  He  expressed  appreciation  for  the  opportunity  given 
to  a group  of  Orthodox  theologians  to  present  their  view  on  unity  and 
expressed  the  hope  that  the  short  memorandum  which  resulted  from  the 
discussion  would  find  appropriate  attention  at  the  Salamanca  meeting. 
Professor  DESCHNER  welcomed  the  report  and  felt  that  it  contained  some 
interesting  and  promising  elements.  He  drew  attention  to  the  statement 
that  the  presence  of  the  Holy  Spirit  guarantees  the  continuity  in  the 
life  of  the  Church.  He  was  grateful  for  the  attempt  to  answer  the 
question  as  to  whether  there  was  ecclesial  reality  outside  the  Orthodox 
Church.  He  suggested  that  the  statement  was  right  in  emphasising  the 
importance  of  the  question  of  legitimate  diversity  versus  illegitimate 
plurality.  He  hoped  that  this  issue  be  pursued  in  further  discussion. 
Fr.  LANNE  agreed  with  Professor  Deschner  that  the  discussion  had  been  a 
significant  one  and  suggested  that  a similar  opportunity  should  be  given 
to  Roman  Catholic  theologians.  When  Roman  Catholic  theologians  state 
their  understanding  of  unity  to  representatives  of  other  churches,  their 
answer  will  be  characterized  by  the  partner  to  whom  they  are  speaking. 
When  Roman  Catholic  theologians  discuss  among  themselves,  their  answer 
will  not  be  entirely  the  same.  Professor  SAMUEL  wondered  whether  the 
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report  from  the  Orthodox  consultation  dealt  adequately  with  the 
problem  of  tradition.  Orthodox  theologians  had  the  tendency  to  speak 
simplistically  about  the  one  unbroken  tradition.  What  is  true  tradi- 
tion? Orthodox  theologians  had  no  satisfactory  answer  to  this 
question.  There  is  something  like  re-creation  in  history  because 
there  is  continuous  change.  The  churches  must  respond  to  changing 
cultural  and  intellectual  situations.  Fr.  MEYENDORFF  replied  that 
there  was  a question  of  semantics  involved.  Re-creation  was  not  the 
same  as  new  creation.  The  Church  did  not  belong  fully  to  the  realm 
of  history.  Therefore,  in  a certain  sense,  she  is  above  the  change  in 
history. 

ORDAINED  MINISTRY  IN  ECUMENICAL  PERSPECTIVE 

Dr.  MOEDE  introduced  this  discussion.  The  international  con- 
sultation on  the  ordained  ministry  mentioned  at  Utrecht  (Faith  and 
Order  Paper  no.  65,  p.  24)  was  held  at  Marseilles  in  late  September 
1972.  The  intention  of  the  meeting  was  to  carry  this  study  the  next 
step  beyond  the  Louvain  discussion.  Orthodox,  Roman  Catholics, 

Anglicans  and  Protestants  were  represented;  reactions  to  the  Louvain 
document  and  the  instruction  of  the  Commission  regarding  it  (Louvain 
Report,  pp.  223-224)  were  considered  in  the  discussion  and  the  writing 
of  a new  draft  for  this  study. 

After  editing,  this  document  was  published  in  STUDY  ENCOUNTER 
(VIII/4),  OKUMENISCHE  RUNDSCHAU  (XXIl/2)  and  ISTINA.  It  was  sent  to 
all  Commission  members,  to  the  earlier  network  of  study  group  leaders 
(about  35)  and  to  a wide  variety  of  interested  persons,  totalling 
approximately  800  copies.  Dr.  Moede  reported  that  responses  thus  far 
received  had  generally  appreciated  the  way  the  questions  of  apostolic 
succession  and  renewal  had  been  treated  in  the  document,  but  it  was 
felt  that  more  work  still  needed  to  be  done  on  the  relationship 
between  the  ordained  and  unordained  in  the  community. 

In  the  light  of  responses  received  to  this  draft,  a final 
revision  of  this  document  will  be  prepared  by  a small  group  which  will 
assemble  from  October  21-26,  1973 » in  Geneva.  This  revision  will  be 
submitted  to  the  Commission  in  1974* 

Dr.  FL0TT0RP  felt  that  the  paper  presented  a good  and 
balanced  treatment  of  the  subject.  Miss  HOWARD  reported  on  a dis- 
cussion which  had  taken  place  in  the  Church  of  England.  The  Commission 
dealing  with  the  report  had  come  to  the  conclusion  that  two  sections 
of  the  report  required  clarification  - the  section  on  the  authority 
and  actual  role  of  the  ordained  minister  and  the  section  on  the  charis- 
mata. What  is  the  relationship  between  the  charismata  and  the 
ordained  ministry?  Mrs.  FLESSEMAN  expressed  appreciation  for  the  way 
in  which  the  relation  of  the  ordained  ministry  to  the  whole  people  of 
God  had  been  exposed  but  agreed  with  the  criticism  voiced  by  Miss  Howard 
regarding  the  use  of  the  term  charismata.  Fr.  MEYENDORFF  also  under- 
lined the  need  to  develop  further  the  section  on  the  authority  and  the 
actual  role  of  the  priest.  The  actual  images  guiding  the  life  of  the 
priest  are  important  for  the  mutual  understanding  in  the  ecumenical 
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movement.  Professor  SMOLIK  suggested  to  consider  more  fully  the  socio- 
cultural milieu  in  which  the  pastor  is  called  to  fulfil  his  ministry. 

Professor  REID  felt  that  the  statement  on  the  place  and  role 
of  episcopacy  was  not  acceptable  from  a Protestant  point  of  view. 

Fr.  LANNE  felt  that  the  report  did  not  emphasize  enough  the  succession 
from  Christ  through  the  Apostles  to  the  ministers.  It  was  true  that 
the  Roman  Catholic  Church  had  stressed  in  recent  years  more  than  in  the 
past  the  apostolic  succession  of  the  whole  Church,  but  this  did  not 
mean  that  the  earlier  understanding  had  lost  its  importance.  He  also 
voiced  some  criticism  of  the  paragraphs  on  the  Council  of  Trent.  The 
Council  of  Trent  did  not  pose  the  question  of  the  validity  of  non-Roman 
Catholic  ministries.  The  silence  in  this  matter  should,  therefore, 
not  be  over-interpreted.  Fr.  MEDINA  thought  that  the  document  did  not 
do  justice  to  the  understanding  of  the  minister  as  priest.  The  sacer- 
dotal character  of  the  ministry  should  be  more  adequately  expressed. 

He  also  felt  that  the  document  did  not  take  seriously  enough  the 
tradition  of  the  Church.  For  many  churches  the  practice,  as  it  has 
developed  in  the  course  of  history,  is  of  decisive  importance. 

After  some  further  discussion  the  following  minute  was 

ADOPTED : 

The  Working  Committee  discussed  the  paper  entitled  "The  Ordained 
Ministry  in  an  Ecumenical  Perspective".  It  expressed  appreciation 
for  the  work  so  far  done.  The  wide-spread  response  to  the  paper 
is  most  encouraging.  Obviously,  there  is  need  for  revising  the 
present  draft  and  the  Working  Committee  welcomes  the  plan  to  call 
a small  meeting  from  October  22-27  in  Geneva  to  consider  the  many 
comments  received  and  to  attempt  a revised  text  which  can  be 
presented  to  the  Commission.  The  meeting  should  also  discuss  the 
form  of  the  paper.  A form  must  be  adopted  which  corresponds  to 
the  degree  of  consensus  which  has  been  reached. 

The  following  points  may  require  special  attention: 

(1)  The  relation  between  charismata  and  the  ordained  ministry  needs 
to  be  further  clarified. 

(2)  What  importance  needs  to  be  attached  to  the  Tradition  of  the 
Early  Church?  Fuller  discussion  of  this  question  may  clarify 
some  of  the  issues  in  the  paper. 

(3)  The  paper  does  not  sufficiently  discuss  the  ordained  ministry  as 
priesthood  (cf.  also  the  report  on  the  Consultation  with  the 
members  of  the  Theological  Academy  in  Belgrade,  INTERNATIONALE 
KIRCHLICHE  ZEITSCHRIFT , Januar-M&rz  1973,  Bern,  p.  35ff.).  More 
emphasis  should  also  be  placed  on  the  ministry  of  the  whole  people 
of  God. 

(4)  The  paper  refers  to  the  role  and  functions  that  the  minister  is 
actually  fulfilling  in  the  Christian  community  and  in  the  society 
at  large.  This  section  may  need  to  be  expanded.  Not  only  the 
understanding  but  also  the  spirituality  implied  in  the  different 
understandings  must  be  taken  into  account. 
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(5)  The  chapter  on  "renewal"  requires  re-examination. 

(6)  The  discussion  of  the  role  which  the  minister  actually  plays  in 
the  different  churches  may  well  lead  to  a stronger  emphasis  on 
the  chapter  "The  way  ahead".  Mutual  recognition  will  become 
possible  only  if  the  churches  are  prepared  to  accept  certain 
changes.  A process  of  convergence  must  take  place.  The  paper 
should  point  out  more  fully  in  what  way  this  process  can  be 
initiated.  It  should  formulate  the  questions  to  be  addressed  to 
the  different  churches. 

Concluding  recommendation: 

The  possibility  of  bringing  together  into  one  paper  the 
three  statements  on  baptism,  the  eucharist  and  the  ministry  should  be 
explored. 

METHODOLOGY 

Following  a recommendation  by  the  Faith  and  Order  Commission 
at  its  meeting  in  Louvain  (l97l)»  a paper  "Reflections  on  the  Methods 
of  Faith  and  Order  Study"  had  been  prepared  for  the  last  meeting  of  the 
Working  Committee  at  Utrecht  (1972).  Comments  made  during  the  dis- 
cussion were  taken  into  account  in  a revision  of  the  paper  which  was 
subsequently  sent  to  all  members  of  the  Faith  and  Order  Commission  and 
a number  of  additional  persons  for  their  critical  reaction.  In  the 
light  of  all  the  comments,  criticisms  and  suggestions  received  a 
further  revision  of  the  paper  has  been  undertaken  which  is  now  being 
presented  to  the  Working  Committee.  It  is  hoped  that  the  forthcoming 
discussion  will  take  the  argument  even  further  with  a view  to  prepar- 
ing a background  paper  on  Methodology  for  the  next  meeting  of  the 
Faith  and  Order  Commission. 

The  discussion  was  introduced  with  considerations  on  the 
report  prepared  by  Fr.  MEDINA.  Reacting  to  the  report  and  to  Fr. 
Medina’s  comments,  Professor  DESCHNER  expressed  his  appreciation  for 
these  reflections  on  Methodology.  He  agreed  with  the  paper  that  the 
principal  task  for  the  future  would  be  to  seek  for  an  adequate  differ- 
entiation in  working  methods.  Faith  and  Order  studies  should  pay 
particular  attention  to  the  different  situations.  In  his  view  the 
paper  had  not  yet  itself  achieved  the  breakthrough  toward  a new  metho- 
dology. It  provided,  however,  an  important  basis  for  further  dis- 
cussion*  Professor  McCAUGHEY  felt  that  some  formulations  in  chapter  2, 
especially  regarding  the  role  of  the  academic  theological  tradition 
of  the  West,  needed  to  be  looked  at  again.  In  his  view  the  contribu- 
tion coming  from  theological  learning  was  more  important  than  expressed 
in  the  paper.  Professor  KOYAMA  said  that  for  him  the  most  important 
task  in  this  area  was  how  to  make  effective  participation  from  Asia 
possible.  Related  to  this  was  his  further  question:  How  do  we  deter- 
mine important  subjects  to  be  discussed  in  the  context  of  Faith  and 
Order  work?  What  are  the  mechanisms  needed  to  discern  the  burning 
issues,  different  as  they  may  be  from  one  area  to  the  other?  Mr.  GATU 
called  attention  particularly  to  the  question  of  participation.  There 
was  an  important  role,  he  said,  for  people  to  play  in  Faith  and  Order 
studies  who  are  neither  professors  nor  church  administrators. 
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Miss  HOWARD,  while  agreeing  basically  with  Mr.  Gatu,  called 
attention  to  the  practical  difficulties  which  arise  wherever  lay  people 
are  invited  to  share  in  theological  debates.  Their  priorities  may  and 
will  be  so  different  that  communication  will  break  down.  In  addition, 
i she  questioned  the  value  of  the  phrase  "doing  theology"  and  was 
i supported  in  this  by  other  members  of  the  Committee.  Theology  cannot 
be  "manufactured",  but  has  to  grow  out  of  a certain  way  of  life. 

Bishop  JOHNSON,  in  following  Miss  Howard's  comment,  said  that  for 
black  theologians  theological  reflection  necessarily  grows  out  of  the 
social  situation. 

Dr.  LESKO  reported  on  the  situation  regarding  Faith  and  Order 
work  in  Latin  America.  He  welcomed  in  particular  the  suggestion  that 
study  themes  might  be  more  directly  related  to  specific  situations.  He 
also  expressed  the  wish  that  a Faith  and  Order  delegation  m ght  be  sent 
to  visit  Latin  America,  in  particular,  to  theological  seminaries. 

In  summarizing  the  discussion  Dr.  VISCHER  pointed  out  that 
further  thought  had  to  be  given  to  the  implementation  of  new  per- 
spectives arising  from  the  paper.  What  are  the  realistic  first  steps 
in  relation  to  this  future  vision  of  Faith  and  Order  work?  In  parti- 
cular he  asked  two  questions:  (l)  How  far  can  the  programme  of  the 
Faith  and  Order  Commission  in  future  take  into  account  issues  not 
arising  from  confessional  differences;  is  the  methodology  used  for  the 
study  "Giving  account  of  the  hope  that  is  in  us"  adequate  for  this 
purpose?  (2)  Is  it  possible  to  form  a Commission  on  Faith  and  Order 
which  brings  all  the  differences  into  one  body  without  losing  the 
specificity  of  its  function?  What  other  ways  of  diversification  in 
participation  could  be  envisaged? 

The  following  procedure  was  agreed  to  by  the  Committee: 

(1)  After  editing  the  report  in  the  light  of  the  above  discussion  it 
shall  be  published  in  appropriate  places. 

(2)  The  staff,  in  consultation  with  members  of  the  Working  Committee 
and  the  Commission,  is  encouraged  to  formulate  specific  proposals 
concerning  working  methods  after  the  next  meeting  of  the  Com- 
mission. 

(3)  The  report  together  with  these  proposals  shall  be  submitted  to 
the  Commission  as  it  meets  in  1974  and  shall  be  referred  in  parti- 
cular to  the  committee  planning  the  future  programme  of  the  Com- 
mission. 

OTHER  STUDIES 

(a)  Authority  of  the  Bible 

The  Faith  and  Order  Commission  at  its  meeting  in  Louvain 
passed  the  recommendation  that  the  study  on  the  "Authority  of  the 
Bible"  should  be  further  pursued,  in  particular  the  relationship 
between  the  Old  and  New  Testaments  needed  to  be  further  explored  (see 
Louvain  Report,  p.  214).  Lack  of  resources  prevented  the  Secretariat 
to  implement  this  recommendation.  Fortunately  an  ecumenical  group  of 
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theologians  in  Holland  offered  its  services  to  start  a study  on  the 
subject.  This  group  consisted  of  the  following  persons:  Prof. Dr.  H. 
Berkhof,  Drs.  Tj.  Baarda,  Prof. Dr.  M.  de  Jonge,  Prof. Dr.  J.L.  Koole, 

Dr.  H.H.  Miskotte,  Prof. Dr.  P.  Schoonenberg  s.j.,  Dr.  C.J.  Labuschagne, 
Ds.  R.  Zuurmond,  Prof. Dr.  G.A.  te  Stroete  and  Dr.  E.  Flesseman-van 
Leer.  It  met  for  several  sessions  and  recently  completed  its  report. 

The  Secretariat  decided  to  submit  it  to  the  Working  Committee  and  to 
ask  for  advice  as  to  how  it  could  be  be  used.  The  Dutch  group  had 
been  very  ecumenical  in  its  composition,  but  obviously  it  reflected 
only  one  cultural  situation.  Therefore,  if  the  study  was  to  be  pur- 
sued, it  was  necessary  to  give  it  a wider  basis.  Could  this  be  done? 

If  so,  how  could  it  be  done? 

Dr.  FLESSEMAN  briefly  introduced  the  report.  Dr.  FLOTTORP 
suggested  that  the  paper  be  shared  with  the  groups  who  had  been  engaged 
in  the  study  on  the  Authority  of  the  Bible.  Miss  HOWARD  wondered 
whether  some  time  could  be  reserved  in  the  programme  of  the  meeting 
of  the  Commission.  Perhaps  an  open  hearing  could  be  arranged  to  deal 
with  the  report.  Professor  DESCHNER  felt  that  the  Secretariat  should 
encourage  the  formation  of  other  similar  groups.  This  report  came  out 
of  one  milieu.  Comparable  reports  should  be  sollicited  from  other 
milieus.  Protopresbyter  BOROVOY  was  of  the  opinion  that  the  subject 
deserved  to  be  carried  further.  Perhaps  it  was  possible  to  arrange 
some  discussion  among  Orthodox  theologians. 

Several  members  expressed  the  hope  that  the  Dutch  group  would 
be  prepared  to  continue  in  its  efforts.  Perhaps  the  following  proce- 
dure could  be  envisaged:  (l)  The  Dutch  group  should  draft  a question- 
naire which  can  be  sent,  together  with  report  itself,  to  people 
competent  in  this  field.  (2)  The  Secretariat  should  send  the  question- 
naire and  the  report  to  the  members  of  the  former  groups  on  the 
Authority  of  the  Bible.  (3)  The  members  of  the  Working  Committee 
should  formulate  their  reaction  to  the  study  in  writing  and  send  it  to 
the  Secretariat  in  Geneva.  (4)  The  Dutch  group  should  be  asked  whether 
it  would  be  willing,  at  some  later  stage,  to  organize  on  behalf  of  the 
Faith  and  Order  Commission  a consultation  to  reach  a wider  common  under- 
standing on  the  issue. 

(b)  The  Authoritative  Teaching  Office  Ecumenical  Perspective 

Professor  DESCHNER  and  Fr.  LANHE  introduced  the  proposal  that 
the  Faith  and  Order  Commission  should  explore  the  possibility  of  ini- 
tiating a study  on  this  subject. 

A Proposal 

(l)  Preliminary  Note:  The  focus  of  this  proposal  is  the  living 

authoritative  teaching  office.  It  is  not  directly  the  broader 
questions  of  authoritative  doctrinal  definitions  or  dogmas  or  the 
author  ty  of  the  Bible  as  written.  Rather,  it  concerns  the 
existence,  authority  and  ecumenical  problems  related  to  various 
kinds  of  ecclesial  organs  and  instances  for  living  teaching. 
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j (2)  Reasons  for  a Study:  Various  developments  indicate  that  a Faith 
and  Order  study  of  this  theme  would  be  timely,  important,  and 
have  prospects  for  making  an  ecumenical  contribution. 

(a)  It  would  be  important  because  involved  in  disagreements  about 
basic  doctrine  are  varying  conceptions  of  the  magisteria  of 
the  respective  churches  (or  even  of  the  importance  and 
necessity  for  a magisterium) , and  there  is  reason  to  think 
that  the  avenue  to  a positive  appreciation  of  more  than  one 
"inaccessible'’  doctrine  may  lie  through  an  ecumenical 
exploration  of  the  process  by  which  its  authority  impressed 
itself  upon  the  church  which  holds  it. 

(b)  It  would  have  prospects  for  making  an  ecumenical  contribution 
because  no  church  can  be  satisfied  until  the  fulness  of  the 
Truth  attested  by  its  own  authoritative  doctrine,  and 
promised  through  its  own  living  magisterium,  is  perceived 
and  appreciated  by  the  whole  People  of  God. 

(c)  It  would  be  timely  because  a sense  of  crisis  in  church 
teaching  authority  is  felt  in  many  churches,  and  a number  of 
churches  are  at  present  studying  this  problem  and  publishing 
statements  about  it.  It  is  significant  that  the  study  on 
the  Account  of  Hope  already  foresees  the  need  to  examine 
"the  magisterium"  as  an  ecumenical  problem. 

(3)  Timetable  for  Preparing  a Study  Proposal:  It  is  proposed  that  a 
small  but  serious  and  clearly  defined  study  of  this  theme  should 
be  proposed  to  the  Faith  and  Order  Commission  meeting  in  1974* 

To  that  end  the  following  steps  might  be  taken: 

(a)  A preliminary  group  of  3~4  Working  Committee  members  should 
be  asked  to  prepare  a study  proposal  by  correspondence. 

(b)  The  Salamanca  meeting  could  well  be  used  to  prepare  a 
preliminary  working  draft  of  the  proposal. 

(c)  The  Commission  should  provide  a small  committee  to  review 
and  amend  the  proposal,  and  submit  it  to  the  Commission 
plenary  for  possible  inclusion  in  its  conspectus  of  studies. 

After  a brief  discussion  the  Working  Comittee  AGREED  that 
the  possibility  of  such  a study  should  be  explored.  The  following 
persons  were  named  to  serve  as  members  of  a study  committee: 

Professor  J.  Deschner,  Fr.  E.  Lanne,  Professor  J.  Mbiti,  Fr.  J. 
Meyendorff,  Dr.  K.  Koyama. 

FAITH  AND  ORDER  COMMISSION  MEETING  IN  SUMMER  1974 

The  staff  presented  a brief  paper  outlining  plans  for  the 
meeting  of  the  full  Commission  in  1974*  After  detailed  discussion, 
in  both  plenary  and  groups,  the  following  points  were  AGREED  upon: 

(l)  The  meeting  will  take  place  from  July  23  to  August  5,  1974.  The 
place  is  not  yet  finally  decided  upon.  Preference  is  to  be  given 
to  a place  in  Africa. 
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(2)  The  agenda  of  the  meeting  will  be  built  around  two  major  concerns: 
Giving  account  of  the  hope  that  is  in  us  and  The  Unity  of  the  Church, 

(3)  The  two  subjects  should  be  dealt  with  in  different  ways.  The 
discussion  on  "Giving  acccount  of  the  hope  that  is  in  us"  should 
aim  at  bringing  to  the  surface  the  implications  of  the  study 
project.  Perhaps  the  first  three  days  could  be  reserved  for  a 
discussion  in  groups  on  different  "accounts"  resulting  from  the 
groups  which  are  participating  in  the  study.  The  discussion  on 
the  "Unity  of  the  Church"  should  aim  at  reports  which  may  carry 
further  the  debate  on  the  subjects  and  enable  the  churches  to 
advance  towards  fuller  unity.  Both  discussions  should  contribute 
to  the  Fifth  Assembly  of  the  World  Council  of  Churches. 

(4)  The  study  on  the  Ministry  should  be  considered  in  connection  with 
the  second  focus  "Unity  of  the  Church". 

(5)  Other  subjects,  e.g.  teaching  office  in  the  Church,  Authority  of 
the  Bible,  Church  Law  as  an  ecumenical  issue  etc.  should  be 
considered  in  open  hearings.  No  attempt  should  be  made  to  draft 
reports  on  these  issues.  The  results  of  the  discussion  should  be 
registered. 

(6)  The  staff  should  prepare  a report  on  the  years  1971-74* 

(7)  The  Commission  should  appoint  in  one  of  the  first  sessions  a 
Reviewing  and  Planning  Group  which  should  work  throughout  the 
meeting.  It  should  consider  the  staff  report,  the  paper  on  Faith 
and  Order  Methods  and  work  out  suggestions  for  the  future  of  the 
Faith  and  Order  movement. 

(8)  Special  attention  is  to  be  given  to  the  worship  during  the  meeting. 
On  the  first  Sunday  all  members  of  the  Commission  should  be  invited 
to  share  in  the  life  of  the  local  congregations . The  second 
Sunday  is  to  be  reserved  for  a eucharistic  service. 

(9)  The  Working  Committee  authorized  the  officers  to  advise  the  staff 
on  the  preparations  for  the  meeting. 

CONSERVATIVE  EVANGELICALS 

The  question  had  been  on  the  agenda  of  last  year’s  meeting. 

The  concern  had  been  brought  to  the  attention  of  the  Programme  Unit 
Committee  on  Faith  and  Witness  and  later  of  the  Central  Committee. 

The  staff  of  Unit  I had  dealt  with  the  issue  at  several  sessions.  The 
result  of  these  discussions  were  summarized  in  a brief  paper  which  was 
now  submitted  to  the  Working  Committee.  The  discussion  among  the  staff 
of  Unit  I had  soon  made  manifest  a certain  difficulty  in  the  terms  used. 
Who  are  we  talking  about?  The  term  "conservative  evangelicals"  refers 
to  movements  and  groups  in  the  Protestant  tradition.  But  there  are 
parallel  movements  and  groups  in  other  traditions.  Should  perhaps  the 
term  "conservative  Christians"  be  used? 

The  discussion  in  the  Working  Committee  reconfirmed  the  urgency 
of  the  issue.  Several  speakers  reported  on  their  situation  and  under- 
lined that  a fresh  effort  towards  mutual  understanding  needed  to  be 
made.  The  "we  - they"  thinking  is  to  be  overcome.  The  World  Council 
of  Churches  was  not  to  be  understood  as  a club  of  liberal  theologians 
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(Meyendorff ) . The  dialogue  needs  to  retain  its  authenticity. 

Finally  the  following  resolution  was  ACCEPTED: 

Resolution  on  'conservative  Christians' 

The  Working  Committee  discussed  the  paper  on  "conservative 
Christians"  prepared  by  a small  staff  group  for  the  meeting  of 
the  Unit  I Committee  to  be  held  in  Geneva  from  August  19  to  21, 
1973- 

(1)  The  Working  Committee  reiterates  its  conviction  expressed  already 
at  its  meeting  in  Utrecht  1972  that  the  issue  is  of  crucial 
importance  for  the  future  of  the  ecumenical  movement . (cf.  minutes 
of  Utrecht  meeting,  p.  26-28). 

(2)  The  Working  Committee  expresses  satisfaction  that  the  issue  was 
taken  up  by  the  Unit  I Committee  in  1972  and  that  it  will  be 
discussed  again  in  this  year's  meeting.  It  hoped  that  the  Unit  I 
Committee  will  take  actions  which  will  help  to  improve  relation- 
ships. 

(3)  The  paper  prepared  for  the  Unit  I Committee  represents  a valuable 
effort  to  analyse  and  describe  the  problem.  It  is  important  to 
keep  in  mind  that  "conservative  Christians"  are  to  be  found  in 
all  traditions;  and  that  they  represent  such  a variety  of 
emphases  theologically,  ethically  and  politically  that  it  can 

be  misleading  to  classify  them  all  as  "conservatives".  The 
Working  Committee  welcomes  the  attempt  made  in  the  paper  to 
understand  the  causes  and  to  appreciate  the  spirituality  of 
conservative  groups.  The  paper  still  tends  to  examine  the 
problem  too  exclusively  from  the  point  of  view  of  the  WCC  and 
its  interests.  Mere  emphasis  should  be  laid  on  the  fact  that 
many  conservative  Christians  belong  to  the  constituency  of  the 
WCC.  What  are  the  implications  of  this  fact? 

(4)  The  Working  Committee  recommends  that  the  analysis  initiated  in 
the  paper  should  be  continued  and  deepened. 

(5)  The  Working  Committee  asks  its  members  present  at  the  meeting  of 
Unit  I Committee  to  convey  the  concerns  expressed  in  the 
discussion  at  Zagorsk. 

1 (5)  The  Working  Committee  hopes  that  the  issues  will  find  adequate 
attention  at  the  meeting  of  the  Commission  in  summer  1974* 

/Later  this  resolution  was  reported  to  the  Programme  Unit 

i Committee  on  Faith  and  Witness  meeting  in  Geneva  from  August  19  to  21 

and  to  the  Central  Committee  meeting  in  Geneva  from  August  22  to  29. 

The  Central  Committee  adopted  the  following  resolution: 

In  connection  with  the  concern  expressed  at  its  1972  meeting 
the  Central  Committee  recognizes  that  the  term  "conservative 
evangelicals"  refers  to  a wide  range  of  groups  and  movements. 
They  represent  such  a variety  of  emphases  theologically, 
ethically,  socially  and  politically  that  it  can  be  misleading 
to  classify  them  all  under  the  label  "conservative  evangeli- 
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cals".  It  must  be  kept  in  mind  that  similar  trends  are  to 
be  found  in  all  confessional  traditions  and  that  they  change 
in  character  according  to  the  tradition  they  belong  to. 

To  clarify  the  terminology  and  to  establish  relationships 
with  groups  and  movements  which  are  often  referred  to  by  it, 
the  Central  Committee  asks  the  General  Secretary  to  form  a 
staff  working  group  to  examine  the  issue  under  all  its 
aspects  in  order  that  (a)  an  effort  be  made  to  be  of 
assistance  in  particular  situations,  e . g.  where  churches  are 
threatened  by  polarisation;  (b)  the  various  sub-units 
responsible  for  studies  and  projects  seek  to  engage  the 
participation  of  conservative  evangelicals;  (c)  those  in 
the  World  Council  of  Churches  who  are  responsible  for 
communication  be  sensitive  for  the  need  of  clear  and  adequate 
information  about  the  theological  and  social  implications 
of  the  total  programme  of  the  World  Council  of  Churches; 

(d)  that  a report  be  made  through  Unit  I Committee  to  the 

Central  Committee^ 

LUTHERAN- REFORMED  CONVERSATIONS 

A second  meeting  of  the  Preparatory  Assembly  for  the  drafting 
of  an  Agreement  ( "Konkordie")  between  the  Reformation  Churches  in 
Europe  was  held  at  Leuenberg  near  Basel  (Switzerland)  from  March  12 
to  17,  1973*  The  45  delegates  represented  some  60  churches.  At  the 
first  meeting  of  the  Preparatory  Assembly  in  September  1971  the  draft 
of  an  "Agreement  between  Reformation  Churches  in  Europe"  had  been 
prepared  which  subsequently  was  submitted  to  the  more  than  80  churches 
involved  in  the  conversations  for  their  comment  and  reaction.  Most 
of  the  churches  have  responded  in  a positive  way.  No  church  has 
formally  rejected  the  proposed  text.  Many  churches  have  asked, 
however,  for  revisions  of  the  text  or  made  proposals  for  improvement. 
All  these  comments  were  carefully  considered  by  the  delegates  at 
their  meeting  in  March  as  they  revised  the  earlier  draft.  The 
Assembly  came  to  the  opinion  that  with  this  revision  of  the  text  its 
work  has  come  to  its  conclusion  and  that  the  matter  would  not  be 
furthered  substantially  were  the  Churches  invited  to  comment  again. 

The  final  version  of  the  Agreement  has  therefore  been  sent  again  to 
all  churches  concerned.  They  have  been  asked  to  indicate  by 
September  30,  1974 » whether  they  are  ready  to  adhere  to  the  Agreement 
which  is  intended  to  open  full  church-fellowship  among  the  churches  of 
the  Reformation  in  Europe  including  altar  and  pulpit  fellowship.  The 
text  includes  a provision  that  the  churches  engage  themselves  to 
enter  into  continuing  doctrinal  conversations.  They  are  also  asked 
to  seek  the  closest  possible  cooperation  in  the  areas  of  common 
witness  and  service.  These  and  other  implications  of  the  agreement  are 
at  present  under  consideration  by  the  Lutheran  World  Federation  and 
the  World  Alliance  of  Reformed  Churches  who  have  been  asked  to  assist 
the  churches  in  implementing  the  agreement. 

CANTATE  DOMINO 

The  editorial  board  under  the  chairmanship  of  Dr.  Erik 
Routley  met  in  Geneva  in  November  1972.  It  decided  about  the  final 
list  of  contents  of  the  hymnbook  which  now  includes  some  250  hymns, 
liturgical  pieces  and  rounds.  The  process  of  translation  has  been 
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concluded  by  March  1973.  All  hymns  will  be  printed  in  English  and 
the  original  language.  German  and  French  translations  have  been 
prepared  for  almost  two  thirds  of  the  hymns.  Translations  into  other 
languages  have  frequently  been  added  and  for  some  20  hymns  a special 

effort  has  been  made  to  secure  Asian  and  African,  as  well  as  Arabic 

translations . 

Negotiations  with  various  publishers  in  different  parts  of 
the  world  have  finally  led  to  the  decision  to  accept  the  offer  of  one 
; publishing  house  which  had  indicated  their  willingness  to  publish  and 
distribute  the  book  at  their  expense.  It  is  hoped  that  a final  contract 
can  be  signed  in  the  course  of  this  summer.  It  should  then  be  possible 
J to  have  the  new  CANTATE  DOMINO  available  in  print  within  a year's  time, 

i.e.  before  the  meeting  of  the  Faith  and  Order  Commission.  Member 

! churches  of  the  World  Council  as  well  as  related  organizations  and 
I groups  will  be  asked  to  help  with  the  distribution  of  the  book  by  way 
[of  a subscription  scheme.  It  will  be  of  importance  to  make  the  new 
hymn-book  widely  known  before  the  next  Assembly  of  the  World  Council 
of  Churches  in  1975. 

After  some  discussion  the  Working  Committee  ADOPTED  the 
i following  resolution: 

The  Uppsala  Assembly  asked  the  Faith  and  Order  Commission  to 
accept  responsibility  for  preparing  a new  edition  of  the  ecumeni- 
cal hymnbook  CANTATE  DOMINO.  The  Faith  and  Order  Working  Committee 
initiated  the  process  required  to  produce  the  manuscript  of  this 
new  book.  It  expressed  its  satisfaction  that  the  staff  has 
succeeded  in  accomplishing  the  task  and  that  the  book  is  expected 
to  be  published  under  the  auspices  of  the  Faith  and  Order 
Commission  in  summer  1974*  It  called  on  the  Central  Committee 
and  all  member  churches  to  participate  in  its  distribution. 

The  Working  Committee  expressed  its  appreciation  to  all  those 
who  have  participated  in  making  possible  this  project.  It  wants  to 
convey  its  gratitude  especially  to 

- the  group  of  editors:  Fr.  J.  Gelineau,  Professor  D.  Stefanovic 
Propst  D.  Trautwein,  Mr.  E.  WeingSLrtner,  and  especially  to  the 
chairman  and  chief  editor  Dr.  E.  Routley. 

- the  Geneva  working  group. 

- Miss  Margot  Toplis,  editorial  assistant  from  1970  to  1972. 

- the  donors  who  have  made  the  project  financially  possible. 

- the  publishing  house  Barenreiter,  Kassel  (Germany),  which  has 
accepted  to  publish  the  manuscript  without  requesting  financial 
subsidies. 

- the  WCC  Publications  office  which  will  partly  be  in  charge  of 
the  subscription  campaign  necessary  to  introduce  the  book. 

PRAYER  FOR  UNITY 

Last  year's  staff  report  announced  that  certain  changes 
concerning  the  procedure  of  preparing  the  material  for  the  Prayer  for 
Unity  had  been  decided  upon  by  the  Joint  Working  Group.  They  were 
subsequently  approved  by  the  Faith  and  Order  Working  Committee. 

Following  these  new  guidelines,  attempts  were  made  to  invite  churches 
in  two  African  countries  to  prepare  the  material.  Due  to  practical 
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difficulties  neither  of  the  two  approaches  were  successful.  A nucleus 
of  the  former  international  preparatory  group  was  therefore  convened 
again  by  the  Faith  and  Order  Secretariat  and  the  Secretariat  for 
Promoting  Christian  Unity  to  meet  in  Geneva  in  March  1973*  The  theme 
chosen  for  the  "Prayer  for  Unity"  in  1974  is  "That  every  tongue  confess: 
Jesus  Christ  is  Lord"  (Phil.  2:1-13).  Copies  of  the  material  have  been 
sent  to  all  members  of  the  Working  Committee.  The  "Prayer  for  Unity" 
in  1975  will  be  prepared  in  Australia  in  collaboration  between  the 
National  Council  of  Churches  and  the  Australian  Episcopal  Conference 
of  the  Roman  Catholic  Church. 

BY-LAWS  FOR  THE  FAITH  AND  ORDER  COMMISSION 

The  restructuring  of  the  World  Council  of  Churches  and  the 
changes  in  the  Constitution  of  the  WCC  has  necessitated  that  the  Faith 
and  Order  Constitution  be  rewritten  in  line  with  the  new  Constitution. 
The  decision  of  the  Faith  and  Order  Commission  at  Louvain  directed  the 
Working  Committee  to  take  "further  appropriate  action"  concerning  the 
bylaws  (Louvain  Working  Committee  Minutes,  Faith  and  Order  Paper 
no.  60,  p.  28).  The  Working  Committee  at  Utrecht  appointed  a committee 
to  prepare  a draft  by  which  the  present  constitution  could  be  turned 
into  bylaws  with  the  appropriate  alterations.  The  Working  Committee 
discussed  the  draft  of  the  bylaws  and  produced  a further  draft  which 
will  be  shared  with  all  members  of  the  Commission  for  their  comments. 

A revised  draft  then  will  be  presented  to  the  WCC  Executive  Committee 
at  its  next  meeting  in  February  1974*  The  bylaws  will  then  be 
submitted  to  the  Faith  and  Order  Commission  at  the  1974  meeting  for 
their  approval.  Finally,  the  bylaws  will  be  submitted  to  the  Central 
Committee  for  their  adoption. 

NOMINATIONS 

Dean  NELSON  reported  on  the  following  changes  in  the 
Secretariat:  Archpriest  Vitaly  Borovoy  had  left  the  staff  on 

January  1,  1973*  He  has  been  appointed  Protopresbyter  and  serves  as 
Dean  of  the  Patriarchal  Cathedral  in  Moscow.  He  is  also  teaching  at 
the  Theological  Academy  in  Zagorsk  and  is  a consultant  for  the 
Department  of  Foreign  Relations  on  ecumenical  matters.  Dean  Nelson 
paid  tribute  to  the  services  which  Fr.  Borovoy  had  given  to  the  Faith 
and  Order  Secretariat.  He  announced  that  Fr.  Vitaly  will  soon  be 
replaced  by  Dr.  Choan-seng  SONG  from  Taiwan.  Dr.  Song  was  a highly 
qualified  theologian  who  has  written  several  studies  on  the  Asian 
Expression  of  the  Christian  faith. 

Dr.  Konrad  Raiser  will  soon  leave  the  Faith  and  Order 
Secretariat.  He  has  been  on  the  staff  for  four  years  and  made  a 
valuable  contribution.  As  from  January  1,  1974 » his  post  will  be 
filled  by  Dr.  Geiko  MULLER-FAHRENHOLZ  from  Germany.  The  Working 
Committee  is  greatly  indebted  to  the  Evangelical  Church  in  Germany 
for  again  seconding  a staff  person  to  the  Secretariat. 

Further,  the  Secretariat  can  count  for  the  next  eight  months 
on  the  services  of  the  Reverend  Ivan  GOULD,  a Methodist  from  the  USA. 

Finally,  the  Central  Committee  may  appoint  for  a period  of 
eighteen  months  a young  Orthodox  theologian  Dr.  Constantin  PATELOS  from 
Egypt  as  a staff  member  attached  to  the  Programme  Unit  on  Faith  and 
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Witness.  Though  his  services  will  he  available  to  the  Unit  as  a whole, 
he  will  also  be  able  to  give  some  help  on  Faith  and  Order  issues. 

Professor  WOLF  as  chairman  of  the  Nominations  Committee 
reported  on  the  developments  since  the  last  meeting.  The  following 
resignations  were  submitted: 

Dr.  Earle  HILGERT 

Dr.  C.S.  SONG 

Prof.  A.  THEODOROU 

Prof.  L.  VORONOV 

The  Most  Rev.  G.O.  WILLIAMS 

Prof.  Donald  MATHERS  (deceased) 

In  the  light  of  this  report  the  Working  Committee  took  the 
following  actions: 

Prof.  Evangelou  THEODOROU  (Professor  of  Practical  Theology  at 
the  Theological  Faculty  of  the  University  of  Athens)  was 
nominated  to  replace  Prof.  A.  Theodorou. 

The  Rev.  Kelly  Miller  SMITH  (American  Baptist  Convention)  was 
nominated  to  the  Commission. 

Protopresbyter  Vitaly  BOROVOY  was  nominated  to  replace 
Professor  L.  Voronov  on  the  Commission  and  the  Working  Committee. 

/Later,  at  its  meeting  in  Geneva  from  August  22  to  29>  1973» 
the  Central  Committee  endorsed  these  actions^ 

Further,  the  Rev.  Fr.  Pierre  DUPREY  was  nominated  as 
liaison  officer  for  the  Roman  Catholic  Church  to  replace  Archbishop 
J.  Hamer. 

The  Working  Committee  agreed  that  about  thirty  consultants 
should  be  invited  to  the  meeting  of  the  Faith  and  Order  Commission. 

They  should  be  chosen  from  the  following  categories:  (l)  African 
theologians  to  help  the  Commission  to  relate  to  the  situation  in  which 
it  will  be  meeting;  (2)  experts  in  the  two  areas  to  be  explored; 

(3)  women  theologians;  (4)  younger  theologians  under  30;  (5)  people 
to  be  considered  as  future  members  of  the  Commission. 

PUBLICATIONS 

Since  last  year  the  following  publications  have  come  out: 

Ernst  Lange,  "Die  okumenische  Utopie,  was  bewegt  die  okumenische 
Bewegung?  Am  Beispiel  Lowen  1971:  Menscheneinheit  - Kirchenein- 
heit,  Stuttgart  1972 

J.R.  Nelson,  W.  Pannenberg,  Urn  Einheit  und  Heil  der  Menschheit, 
Frankfurt  1973 

Lukas  Vischer,  Documentos  de  la  Comisidn  Fe  y Constitucidn 
1910-1968,  Madrid  1972 

"The  Ordained  Ministry  in  Ecumenical  Perspective",  published  in 
English  in  Study  Encounter  VIIl/4,  1972  SE/34 
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in  German  in  Okumenische  Rundschau,  22.  Jg.  , Heft  2,  April  1973 
in  Italian  "II  Ministerio  Ordinato  nella  Prospettiva  Ecumenica" , 
in  II  Regno,  Marzo  1973 

"The  Unity  of  the  Church  and  Differences  in  Culture",  (Documents 
and  Reports  from  the  discussion  in  Section  V of  the  Faith  and 
Order  Commission  meeting  in  Louvain)  in  One  in  Christ,  1972/4, 
pp.  345-76 

"Survey  of  Church  Union  Negotiations  1969-1971"  in  Ecumenical 
Review  XXIV/3,  July  1972 

John  Deschner,  "Developments  in  the  Field  of  Church  Unity"  in 
Ecumenical  Review  XXIV/4,  October  1972,  pp.  447-458 
also  in  Okumenische  Rundschau  "Schritte  auf  dem  Wege  zur  Einheit", 
22.  Jg. , Heft  1,  Jan.  1973,  S.  80-91 

So  Much  in  Common,  Documents  of  interest  in  the  conversations 
between  the  World  Council  of  Churches  and  the  Seventh-day 
Adventist  Church 

"Concetti  di  UnitA  e Modelli  di  Unif  icazion^',  II  Regno,  Maggio 

1973 

"Giving  Account  of  the  Hope  that  Is  in  Us",  an  invitation* 

Inside  cover  of  Study  Encounter  VIIl/4,  1972 

"Giving  Account  of  the  Hope  that  Is  in  Us",  from  an  exploratory 
conversation,  Study  Encounter  IX/3,  1973  (SE/45) 

FINANCES 

The  question  of  finance  continues  to  be  a difficult  one, 
inasmuch  as  it  is  the  General  Budget  of  the  World  Council  that  has 
been  most  affected  by  the  dollar  devaluations,  and  most  of  the  Faith 
and  Order  budget  is  dependent  upon  this  General  Budget. 

The  total  financial  situation  of  the  World  Council  is  under 
review,  and  our  planning  must  be  done  in  view  of  final  decisions. 

NEXT  MEETING 

The  Working  Committee  will  meet  in  1974  two  days  prior 
to  the  beginning  of  the  Faith  and  Order  Commission  meeting. 

CLOSING  ACTIONS 

Thanks  were  expressed  by  the  Chairman  to  the  Dean  of  the 
Seminary  at  Zagorsk,  Bishop  Vladimir,  all  those  of  the  Seminary,  the 
Monastery,  and  the  staff  of  the  Department  of  Foreign  Relations  who 
had  contributed  to  the  good  atmosphere  and  success  of  the  meeting. 

In  his  closing  words,  the  Chairman  mentioned  especially  the  gratitude 
felt  by  the  members  of  the  Working  Committee  for  having  been  able  to 
participate  in  celebrations  of  the  liturgy  on  several  occasions.  He 
sent  a letter  of  thanks  addressed  to  His  Holiness  Patriarch  Pimen  for 
the  hospitality  offered  to  the  Working  Committee  and  especially  for 
the  reception  given  in  honour  of  all  participants  at  the  Patriarchal 
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residence  in  the  Lavra.  He  paid  tribute  to  Metropolitan  Nikodim  and 
Metropolitan  Yuvenali  for  the  generous  interest  they  had  shown  in  the 
meeting. 


After  the  meeting,  the  members  of  the  Working  Committee  were 
offered  the  opportunity  to  visit  several  places  in  the  Soviet  Union, 
among  them,  Kiev,  Leningrad,  Odessa,  Vladimir  and  Suzdal. 

Closing  prayers  were  led  by  Bishop  Michael  Moudjugin. 
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APPENDIX  I 


GIVING  ACCOUNT  OF  THE  HOPE  THAT  IS  WITHIN  US 
List  of  Possible  Study  Groups  and  Contact  Persons 


NOTE:  The  persons  or  institutions  listed  here  have  indicated 

their  willingness  to  participate  in  the  study.  Some  groups 
have  already  been  formed  and  started  their  work.  Others 
have  not  yet  reached  this  stage,  and  in  some  cases  the 
formation  of  a group  will  depend  on  the  outcome  of  the 
enquiries  which  the  contact  person  listed  has  promised  to 
undertake. 


AFRICA 


1.  Cameroon 

Fr.  F.  NYOMB,  Grand  Seminaire,  Nkolbisson,  Younde 

Dr.  Bruno  BURKI,  Faculte  de  Theologie  Protestante, 

B.P.  4011,  Yaounde 

2.  Cameroon  - Cercle  oecumenique 

Fr.  Ferdinand  AZEGUE,  Centre  d' Etudes  et  Promotion 
de  1* Education,  Yaounde 

The  Rev.  David  GELZER,  Faculte  de  Theologie  Protesante 
B.P.  4011,  Yaounde 

3.  Kenya 

The  Rev.  J.C.  KAMAU,  General  Secretary, 

The  National  Council  of  Kenya 
POB  43009 » Nairobi 

4.  Nigeria 

The  Rev.  E.A.  ADEGBOLA,  Institute  of  Church  and  Society 
P.0.  Box  4020,  Ibadan 

5 . South  Africa 

Rev.  Axel  Ivar  BERGLUND,  Director  of  Theological  Education, 
The  South  Africa  Council  of  Churches, 

112,  Dunwell , 35  Jorissen  St. 

POB  31190,  Braamfontein, 

Johannesburg,  Transvaal 

Prof.  Dr.  Bethel  A.  MULLER,  Theologische  Fakultat, 
Universitat  Stellenbosch,  Stellenbosch, 

Cape  Province 

6.  Tanzania  - Dar-es-Salaam 

The  Rev.  Dr.  C.K.  OMARI,  Department  of  Sociology 
University  of  Dar-es-Salaam 
POB  35043,  Dar-es-Salaam 


7. 


Tanzania  - Makumira 


Principal  Thomas  MUSA,  Lutheran  Theological  College 
Makumira,  POB  55  > Nsa  River 


8.  Togo 

The  Rev.  Seth  NOMENYO,  BP  8021,  Lome 


9.  Uganda 

Dr.  Wilhelm  WILLE,  Department  of  Religious  Studies, 
Makarere  University,  POB  7062,  Kampala 


10.  Zaire 

The  Rev.  I.B.  BOKELEALE,  BP  3094  > Kinshasa- Kalina 

The  Rt.  Rev.  Th.  TSHIBANGU,  Universite  Nationale  de  Zaire, 
BP  13. 399 » Kinshasa  I 


ASIA 


11.  India  - Faith  and  Order  Conference 

The  Rt.  Rev.  Lesslie  NEWBIGIN,  The  Cathedral, 
POB  702,  Madras  86 


12.  Korea  - Christian  Council 

I Prof.  Yong  Ok  KIM,  Methodist  Theological  Seminary, 

Box  45  West  Gate  Post  Office,  Seoul 


13.  Philippines 

The  Rev.  Ciriaco  Ma.  LAGUNZAD  Jr. 

National  Christian  Council  of  the  Philippines 
POB  1767,  Manila 


15.  Singapore 

Dr.  Kosuke  KOYAMA,  South  East  Asia  Graduate  School  of  Theology, 
6E  Mount  Sophia,  Singapore 


MIDDLE  EAST 

16.  Israel  - Jerusalem 

Prof.  J.J.  von  ALLMEN,  Ecumenical  Institute  for  Advanced 
Theological  Study,  POB  19556,  Jerusalem 

17-  Lebanon 

Metropolitan  George  KHODR,  Archbishopric  Hadeth  near  Beirut 
Fr.  A.  DUPRE  LA  TOUR,  Universite  St.  Joseph,  Beirut 
Fr.  Jean  CORBON,  B.P.  7002,  Beirut 
Mr.  Gabriel  HABIB,  P.O.B.  1375,  Beirut 
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AUSTRALIA  AND  PACIFIC 
18.  Australia  - Melbourne 

Prof.  J.D.  McCAUGHEY,  Ormond  College,  Parkville,  Vic.  3052 
19  • Fi.ji  Islands 

The  Rev.  Dr.  A.  QUIGLEY,  Pacific  Theological  College, 

POB  338 , Suva 

20.  New  Zealand 

The  Rev.  Samuel  J.D.  McCAY,  The  Manse,  16A  Selwyn  Road, 
Howick 

The  Rev.  D.M.  TAYLOR,  National  Council  of  Churches 
P.0.  Box  297,  Christchurch 

21.  Papua  New  Guinea  - Melanesian  Council  of  Churches 

The  Rev.  Roger  DIXON,  P.0.  Box  1015,  Borcko 
Fr.  Patrick  MURPHY  SVD,  P.0.  Box  1015,  Boroko 


EUROPE 

22.  BRD  - Deutscher  Okumenischer  Studienausschuss 

Prof.  H.-H.  WOLF,  Ruhr-Universi tat  Bochum,  Abt.  fur 
Evargelische  Theologie,  Postfach  2148 
463  Bochum 

Dr.  Richard  BOECKLER,  Deutscher  Okumenischer  Studien- 
ausschuss, Bockenheimer  Landstrasse  109 
6 Frankfurt/Main 

23.  BRD  - Universitat  Tubingen 

Prof.  Jurgen  MOLTMANN,  Seminar  der  Evangelisch-Theologischen 
Fakult&t,  Liebermeisterstr.  12 
74  Tubingen 

24.  BRD  - Missionsrat,  Theologische  Kommission 

Pastor  Dr.  Gerhard  BUTTLER,  Mittelweg  143,  2 Hamburg  13 

25.  DDR  - Bund  der  evangelischen  Kirchen,  Facharbeitskreis  I 

Dr.  Christoph  DEMKE,  15  Potsdam,  Weinbergstr.  35 

OKR  MECKEL,  Evangelische  Kirche  der  Union 
104  Berlin,  Auguststr.  80 

26.  France  - Lutheran  Research  Institute,  Strasbourg 

Prof.  Vilmos  VAJTA,  Centre  d'Etudes  oecumeniques 
8,  rue  Gustave-Klotz , 67  Strasbourg 


27.  France 


The  Rev.  Henri  BRUSTON,  47  rue  de  Clichy,  75009  Paris 
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28.  Great-Britain 

The  Rev.  John  LEAKE,  British  Council  of  Churches, 
Department  of  Mission  and  Unity, 

10  Eaton  Gate,  London  SW1W  9BT 

29'.  Holland  - Dutch  Reformed  Church 

The  Rev.  Albert  van  den  HEUVEL,  Carnegielaan  9 
The  Hague 

30.  Holland  - Amstelveen 

Dr.  Ellen  FLESSEMAN-VAN  LEER,  Amstelhoven  10,  Amstelveen 

31.  Hungary  - Ecumenical  Council 

Dr.  Karoly  PROHLE,  Okumenischer  Rat  der  Kirchen  in 
Ungarn,  XIV,  Abonyi  u.  21,  Budapest 

Dr.  Ervin  VALYI-NAGY,  Hankoczy  ut  11,  Budapest  II 

Prof.  Dr.  Jozsef  VAMOS,  Ullfiut  21,  1054  Budapest 

32.  Italy  - Bassiano 

Mattia  PACILLI,  Comuni ta  B6,  Bassiano,  Lazio 


33*  Scandinavia 

Prof.  Johannes AARGAARD,Hvedevangen  21,  8200  Aarhus,  Denmark 

Dr.  Lars  THUNBERG,  Nordic  Ecumenical  Institute,  Box  68, 

190  30  Sigtuna,  Sweden 

Dr.  Haakon  FL0TT0RP,  Kristinsvei  32,  46OO  Kristiansand  S, 
Norway 

34 • Spain 

Miss  Anne-Marie  SCHLUTER,  Encajeras  11  bajo  izda,  Madrid  17 

35.  Switzerland  - Centre  Protestant  d’ Etudes 

The  Rev.  Marc  FASSLER,  Centre  Protestant  d' Etudes 
7,  rue  Tabazan,  1204  Geneve 

The  Rev.  Eric  FUCHS,  Centre  Protestant  df Etudes 
7,  rue  Tabazan,  1204  Geneve 

36.  Switzerland  - German- speaking  pastors 

The  Rev.  Hans  HAUZENBERGER,  13  rue  Calvin,  Geneve 

37.  USSR 

Prof.  L.  VORONOV,  Academy  of  Theology,  Obvodny  Canal  17, 
Leningrad  - C I67 
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LATIN  AMERICA 

38.  Argentina 

Prof.  Jose  MIGUEZ-BONINO,  Camacua  282,  Buenos  Aires  6 

39.  Brazil 

Prof.  Bertoldo  WEBER,  Caixa  Postal  14,  Sao  Leopoldo  R.S. 

40.  Costa  Rica 

Dr.  Juan  STAM,  Seminario  Eiblico  Latinoamericano , 
Apartado  901,  San  Jose 

41.  Venezuela 

Dr.  Bela  LESKO,  Apartado  68.360,  Altamira,  Caracas  106 

NORTH  AMERICA 

42.  Canada 

Prof.  J.C.  HAY,  Knox  College,  59  St.  George  Street, 
Toronto  5»  Ontario 

43.  USA  - NCC  / Faith  and  Order 

Dr.  Jorge  LARA-BRAUD,  NCC/Faith  and  Order 

47 5 9 Riverside  Drive,  New  York,  N.Y.  10027 

44-  USA 

The  Rev.  Fr.  Allan  R.  LAUBENTHAL,  Saint  Mary  Seminary 
1227  Ansel  Road,  Cleveland,  Ohio  44108 

45.  USA  - Paulist  Fathers 

Fr.  Thomas  STRANSKY,  Paulist  Fathers  Generalate 

86,  Dromore  Road,  Scarsdale,  N.Y.  10583 
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APPENDIX  II 

A.  REFLECTIONS  ON  THE  STUDY  "GIVING  ACCOUNT  OF  THE 
HOPE  THAT  IS  WITHIN  US"  BY  THE  FAITH  AND  ORDER 
WORKING  COMMITTEE 

1.  Expectations  concerning  the  groups  which  have 

responded  to  the  Invitation 

1.1  The  Committee  noted  with  satisfaction  the  widespread  response 
to  the  Invitation  issued  by  the  Working  Committee  in  1972.  The 
suggestions  on  how  to  set  to  work  have  been  understood,  and  the  manner 
of  following  them  has  been  appropriately  varied.  Nevertheless  the 
Committee  believes  that  there  is  value  in  reiterating  one  or  two  points, 
and  that  these  might  be  included  in  a letter  to  be  sent  to  all  groups 
known  to  be  co-operating  in  this  study. 

1.2  The  Invitation  of  1972  says:  "The  account  of  a particular 
group  will  primarily  have  a relevance  of  its  own  in  the  situation  in 
which  it  is  given".  What  is  being  sought  is  a series  of  presentations 
in  which  groups  of  Christians  give  accounts  of  the  hope  that  is  theirs , 
in  their  own  country  and/or  circumstances:  they  will  do  this  for  the 
sake  of  their  neighbors  and  for  themselves,  not  in  order  to  assist  the 
World  Council  of  Churches  in  the  production  of  a statement  of  world- 
wide relevance  or  general  import.  Such  particular  statements  still  have 
ecumenical  significance.  The  Commission  will  examine  them  with  care 
and  interest  and  expects  to  learn  from  them,  and  from  the  process  which 
the  Commission  initiated.  Moreover,  groups  themselves  will  wish  to 
give  their  account  in  such  a way  as  to  promote  ecumenical  progress  in 
their  own  environment,  and  in  such  a manner  that  their  accounts  will 

be  recognized  by  Chrstians  of  other  places  as  being  valid  Christian 
affirmations. 

1.3  The  Committee  has  become  aware  of  the  fact  that  it  launched 
the  study  at  a period  when  there  is  a renewed  interest  in  formulating 
the  faith,  in  a variety  of  circumstances  and  for  purposes  which  differ 
from  one  another  and  from  that  which  is  suggested  in  the  Invitation. 
Comparison  of  the  responses  of  groups  working  on  the  study  stimulated 
by  the  Faith  and  Order  Commission  and  those  of  ecclesiastical  bodies 
will  be  illuminating.  Already  we  can  distinguish:  a)  statements  drawn 
up  by  a Church  for  one  of  a number  of  purposes,  such  as  the  substitution 
of  a new  ’confessional’  statement  for  one  that  is  in  language  no  longer 
understood  by  the  people,  or  the  re-writing  of  formularies  to  which 
ministers  are  asked  to  give  assent  on  ordination;  b)  statements  prepared 
by  the  official  representatives  of  two  or  more  Churches  contemplating 
entering  into  union,  or  wishing  to  draw  closer  together  in  setting 
forth  the  faith  in  the  mission  of  the  Church.  These  are  to  be 
distinguished  from  c)  groups  gathered  more  or  less  informally  to  try 

to  state  the  reasons  for  Christian  hope  in  the  circumstances  in  which 
they  find  themselves.  The  same  individuals  may  profitably  be  involved 
in  the  work  of  more  than  one  group;  but  it  is  clear  that  groups  a)  and 
b)  must  have  official  status  not  necessary  to  c),  and  that  their  work 
must  necessarily  aim  at  a completeness  not  necessary  for  c).  Indeed 
some  of  the  interest  and  value  of  the  work  of  the  third  group  may 
derive  from  their  willingness  to  lay  hold  on  one  aspect  of  the  Christian 
hope  which  is  peculiarly  compelling  for  them  in  their  circumstances. 

They  are  relieved  of  the  necessity  to  reaffirm  the  whole  of  the 
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Christian  faith;  that,  it  can  be  assumed,  will  be  looked  to  by 
apprpriate  authorities. 

1.4  The  Working  Committee  is  particularly  grateful  for  the  strong 

support  given  to  this  study  by  the  Secretariat  for  Christian  Unity  in 
Rome.  The  Secretariat  has  communicated  the  invitation  issued  by  the 
Working  Committee  to  all  Ecumenical  Commissions  of  Episcopal  Conferences 
suggesting  that  they  should  participate  in  the  study.  The  Working 
Committee  also  heard  with  interest  of  the  recommendation  made  by  the 
representatives  of  Ecumenical  Commissions  of  Episcopal  Conferences 
gathered  in  Rome  from  November  15  to  22,  1972,  that  the  Secretariat 
for  Promoting  Christian  Unity  should,  in  consultation  with  other 
churches,  elaborate  the  essential  elements  of  a common  catechesis,  truly 
ecumenical,  inspired  by  the  document  on  Proselytism  and  Common  Witness 
(cf.  Louvain  1971 » p.  158ff).  The  Working  Committee  recognizes  that 
it  is  important  that  these  suggestions  should  be  explored  fully  by  the 
Faith  and  Order  Commission  and  its  staff,  and  that  possibly  the 
Commission  at  its  meeting  in  1974  may  be  able  to  authorize  such  common 
work.  It  believes  it  to  be  important,  however,  to  maintain  in  this 
case  the  distinction  made  in  1.3  above.  Such  officially  sponsored  work 
should  be  supported  and  sustained  by  Roman  Catholic  participation  in 
the  more  informal  responses  envisaged  in  the  present  project,  and  it 
is  noted  that  such  participation  is  already  taking  place.  The  inter- 
action of  the  more  and  less  formal  studies  can  only  be  of  benefit  to 
both. 

2.  The  use  of  available  responses  at  the  Commission  1974  - 

and  beyond 

2.1  It  is  clear  that  the  Commission  has  started  a process  of 
study  and  exploration  which  will  continue  for  several  years.  When  the 
Commission  will  meet  in  1974  it  will  only  be  able  to  make  a preliminary 
or  interim  evaluation  of  the  project,  but  in  doing  so  it  may  be  able 

to  help  the  on-going  study,  and  may  pave  the  way  for  a recognition  of 
the  study  by  the  Assembly  of  the  World  Council  of  Churches  in  1975* 

It  may  also  itself  be  able  to  make  some  contribution  to  the  study: 
indeed,  the  Commission  meeting  of  1974  is  better  regarded  as  an  occasion 
for  putting  material  into  a study  than  of  passing  judgment  upon  it.  As 
a group  of  Christians  gathered  in  one  place  for  a short  period,  but 
charged  with  a heavy  responsibility,  they  too  may  wish  to  give  an 
account  of  their  hope.  Perhaps  this  may  best  be  done  in  an  act  of 
worship,  in  which  the  members  of  the  Commission  speak  together  to  C-od 
about  their  confidence  in  him.  Thus,  engaged  themselves  in  the  study 
in  some  appropriate  manner,  they  may  be  made  ready  to  reflect  upon  the 
theological  significance  of  the  series  of  responses  which  they  have 
received  and  will  receive  from  others. 

2.2  The  Commission's  meeting  will  therefore  have  three  elements 
related  to  the  study: 

2.2.1  An  appreciation  of  responses  already  received.  It  is 

suggested  that  the  Commission  be  divided  into  sub-committees 
or  groups,  and  that  each  group  be  giver  two  Accounts  to  study, 
comment,  and  reflect  upon  as  to  the  ecumenical  significance  of 
the  material  before  them. 
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2.2.2  The  Commission  should  be  asked  to  formulate  its  own  Account. 
This  may  possibly  be  done  by  a small  group  preparing  a service 
of  worship.  The  preservation  of  spontaneity  is  thought  to  be 
important,  but  this  does  not  preclude  the  use  of  material  (for 
instance,  a litany)  prepared  by  one  of  the  responding  groups. 

2.2*.  3 A beginning  must  be  made  in  the  delineation  and  analysis 
of  the  insistent  theological  questions  raised  by  the  study. 

2.3  It  seems  clear  that  if  such  a programme  is  to  be  carried 

through  effectively,  a consultation  will  need  to  take  place  in  the 
early  months  of  1974  to  define  carefully  what  can  and  cannot  be  expected 
in  the  evaluation  of  the  material  to  hand,  and  to  eliminate  unnecessary 
misunderstandings  and  frustrations. 

3.  Message  from  the  Working  Committee  to  the  groups  at  work 

Courtesy  alone  would  require  that  the  Working  Committee 
should  greet  the  groups  who  have  so  eagerly  responded  to  the  Invitation. 
It  may  also  be  an  encouragement  to  such  groups  to  learn  of  the  con- 
siderable number  of  groups  and  persons  engaged  in  this  work.  It  is 
equally  important  that  the  Working  Committee  should  do  all  in  its 
power  to  maintain  a full  understanding  of  the  nature  of  the  task  before 
the  Commission  and  the  groups,  and  to  secure  a reasonable  number  of 
useful  responses  in  time  for  the  consultation  early  in  1974* 

The  Committee  therefore  appends  to  this  Minute  its  message 
to  the  groups. 

4.  Further  theological  questions  raised  by  the  study 

The  results  of  this  study,  and  the  diversity  of  responses 
which  may  be  expected,  will  without  doubt  require  the  Commission,  in 
due  course,  to  look  afresh  at  certain  traditional  theological  problems. 
When  the  Commission  has  before  it  more  evidence  of  the  character  and 
quality  of  the  responses,  it  will  be  better  able  to  plan  such  a 
reappraisal.  Meanwhile,  however,  a number  of  areas  may  be  delineated, 
by  way  of  example.  The  list  is  not  exhaustive,  neither  are  the  topics 
separable  one  from  another. 

4*1  The  role  of  the  credal  statement,  or  the  confession  of  faith, 

in  the  life  of  the  Church;  and  the  relation  between  those  witnesses  and 
the  reception  of  faith,  between  the  givenness  of  the  faith  and  its 
actualization  in  the  lives  of  believers.  The  responses  which  are  made 
in  this  study,  the  Accounts,  are  likely  to  raise  afresh  questions  of 
the  continuity  of  faith  through  language. 

4*2  The  teaching  authority  of  the  Church,  the  magisterium  in 

different  traditions.  The  responses  being  made  in  giving  an  account 
of  hope  by  various  informal  groups  may  well  show  that  traditional 
discussions  on  the  magisterium.  far  from  being  of  mere  theoretical 
interest,  touch  upon  acute  and  urgent  pastoral  problems. 

4*3  The  application  of  the  discussion  of  unity  and  diversity  to 

the  confession  of  faith.  There  is  already  some  evidence  (for  instance, 
from  the  Consultation  at  Bangkok)  that  the  richness  of  response  to  the 
Invitation  will  require  men  to  ask  afresh:  what  can  be  said  universally, 
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and  what  can  be  required  by  Christians  of  one  another  in  the  confession 
of  their  faith? 

4*4  The  present  study  may  be  seen  to  have  ecclesiological 

significance.  Already  there  is  talk  of  how  recognition  is  to  be  given 
by  one  group  of  Christians  to  another  when  they  express  their  faith 
in  dissimilar  terms.  If  it  is  true  that  Chrstians  today  'occupy  one 
space  but  are  not  contemporaries'  then  the  classic  task  of  Faith  and 
Order  in  enabling  Christians  to  recognize  each  other  across  the 
frontiers  which  divide,  is  far  from  being  finished:  it  is  entering 
into  a new  phase. 

Such  traditional  issues  may  have  to  be  examined  afresh  in  a 
different  light  from  that  which  was  traditionally  cast  upon  them.  A 
series  of  other  questions,  previously  believed  to  be  outside  the  ambit 
of  Faith  and  Order,  may  be  about  to  appear  on  our  agenda,  placed  there 
insistently  by  the  Accounts  of  the  Hope.  We  refer,  for  instance,  to 
the  problem  raised  for  confessing  the  faith  by  the  diversity  of  men's 
cultural  milieus,  by  the  differing  circumstances  in  which  Christians 
in  various  parts  of  the  world  find  themselves  vis-a-vis  the  State,  and 
by  the  acute  ethical  questions  (sometimes  new  in  kind)  confronting  men 
in  the  closing  decades  of  the  twentieth  century. 


B.  A COMMUNICATION  FROM  THE  WORKING  COMMITTEE  TO 
EXISTING  STUDY  GROUPS 

' 

(1)  The  Working  Committee  of  the  Faith  and  Order  Commission  at 
its  meeting  in  Zagorsk  in  August  1973  received  with  delight  a report 
on  the  response  to  the  Invitation  issued  in  197?  to  take  part  in  this 
study.  It  has  been  moved  to  learn  of  the  enthusiasm  with  which  the 
project  has  been  received  by  many  groups  in  many  countries,  and  looks 
forward  to  an  enriched  understanding  of  the  varied  ways  in  which  members 
of  the  Christian  community  throughout  the  world  acknowledge  the  hope 
which  they  have  in  Jesus  Christ. 

(2)  It  is  of  some  interest  to  reflect  on  why  it  is  that  the 

initiative  taken  by  the  Commission  should  have  received  such  a ready 
response.  We  note  that  independent  of  this  study,  many  Churches  are 
engaged  in  reformulating  the  faith  for  a variety  of  ecclesiastical 
purposes:  for  instance,  one  Church  may  revise  its  ordination  formula- 

ries, or  a number  of  Churches  may  seek  a common  understanding  and 
statement  of  the  faith  in  the  process  of  drawing  closer  together  or  of 
entering  into  negotiations  for  union,  or  again  a recently  united  Church 
may  seek  to  establish  its  identity  by  giving  particular  attention  to 
the  statement  of  faith  which  its  members  now  hold  and  affirm  in  common. 

All  such  statements  no  doubt  seek  to  reaffirm  the  faith  in  language 
better  understood  today  than  that  of  some  of  the  historic  creeds  and 
confessions,  without  however  wishing  to  set  aside  the  traditional 
statements.  All  this,  and  more,  creates  a favourable  atmosphere  for 
the  Invitation  issued  to  study  groups  within  the  Churches  to  give  an 
account  of  the  hope  that  is  in  them.  It  does  not,  however,  define  the 
function  of  the  groups  so  brought  into  being.  Although  members  of  these 
groups  may  also  belong  to  committees  set  up  by  church  authorities  along 
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the  lines  referred  to  above,  and  although  the  bodies  will  no  doubt  learn 
much  from  each  other,  it  is  important  to  distinguish  the  peculiar 
character  of  the  groups  which  have  come  into  being  to  pursue  the  study 
suggested  by  the  Faith  and  Order  Commission. 

(3)  It  would  appear  that  the  study  groups  concerned  are 
generally  of  an  informal,  often  of  an  unofficial  character.  There  has 
been  a certain  spontaneity  in  the  ways  in  which  they  have  come  into 
being;  and  it  is  to  be  hoped  that  this  spontaneity  will  characterize 
their  various  statements.  The  Working  Committee  is  most  anxious  that 
these  groups  should  continue  to  live  their  own  life  and  the  points  made 
in  this  letter  are  certainly  not  designed  to  do  anything  other  than 
encourage  and  protect  such  spontaneity.  Nevertheless  members  of  those 
groups  may  be  glad  of  some  indication  from  the  Working  Committee  of  its 
expectations,  and  of  its  intentions  for  the  use  of  the  Accounts  when 
available,  and  for  the  on-going  development  of  the  study. 

(4)  The  Invitation  of  1972  says:  "The  account  of  a particular 
groups  will  primarily  have  a relevance  of  its  own  in  the  situation  in 
which  it  is  given".  What  is  being  sought  is  a series  of  presentations 
in  which  groups  of  Christians  give  accounts  of  the  hope  that  is  theirs 
in  their  own  country  and/or  circumstances:  they  will  do  this  for  the 
sake  of  their  neighbors  and  for  themselves  not  in  order  to  assist  the 
World  Council  of  Churches  in  the  production  of  a statement  of  world- 
wide relevance  or  general  import.  Such  particular  statements  however 
still  have  ecumenical  significance.  The  Commission  will  examine  them 
with  care  and  interest  and  expect  to  learn  from  them,  and  from  the 
process  which  the  Commission  initiated.  Moreover,  groups  themselves 
will  wish  to  give  their  account  in  such  a way  as  to  promote  ecumenical 
progress  in  their  own  environment  and  in  such  a manner  that  their 
accounts  will  be  recognized  by  Christians  of  other  places  as  being  valid 
Christian  affirmations. 

(5)  From  what  we  already  know  of  the  work  of  the  groups  it  is 

clear  that  accounts  are  going  to  vary  greatly  in  literary  form.  This 
is,  of  course,  both  inevitable  and  welcome.  As  we  said  in  the 
Invitation:  "No  one  form  can  be  assumed  in  advance  to  be  self-evidently 

right."  In  addition  to  the  suggestions  made  in  the  Invitation  we  might 
mention  the  possibility  of  statements  being  the  expression  of  a group 
meditation,  or  a doxological  fragment,  or  of  a challenge  - an  act  of 
judgment  - made  in  the  name  of  the  Christian  hope;  groups  may  wish  to 
express  their  hope  in  the  form  of  a litany,  or  of  a project  for  the 
drafting  of  a liturgy  in  which  their  hope  may  be  expressed.  The 
Working  Group  would  re-iterate  what  it  said  in  the  Invitation.  It  would, 
however,  add  that  it  will  be  of  great  assistance  to  those  who  study 
them  if  each  Account  can  be  accompanied  by  a brief  statement  of  the 
reasons  why  this  form  was  chosen  in  those  particular  circumstances. 

It  is  also  clear  that  groups  can  lay  hold  on  one  aspect  of 
the  Christian  hope,  which  is  peculiarly  compelling  for  them  in  their 
circumstances.  This  too  is  welcome:  the  responses  will  no  doubt  vary 
in  the  range  of  matters  covered.  Again,  it  would  be  of  interest  to 
the  Commission  to  know  why  any  given  group  chose  this  aspect  and  not 
another. 

(6)  It  is  expected  that  a sufficient  number  of  responses  will  be 
to  hand  by  the  beginning  of  March  1974  to  enable  the  Commission  at  its 
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meeting  in  July  to  do  three  things.  First,  it  will  wish  to  make  a 
preliminary  appreciation  of  the  study  in  such  a way  as  to  assist  the 
on-going  process.  Second,  it  may  wish  to  make  its  own  contribution  to 
the  study:  members  of  the  Commission,  met  together  to  fulfil 
responsibilities  laid  upon  them,  may  wish  to  express  their  hope  in  an 
appropriate  manner.  Thirdly,  it  is  apparent  that  the  existence  of 
such  groups,  at  work  each  in  its  own  way  giving  its  own  account  raises 
some  important  questions  about  the  mutual  recognition  of  Christians, 
and  a number  of  other  important  theological  questions.  Beyond  the 
meeting  of  the  Commission  in  1974  lies  the  Assembly  of  the  World 
Council  of  Churches  in  1975*  No  doubt  the  Assembly  will  look  to  the 
Faith  and  Order  Commission  for  assistance  in  the  preparation  of 
material  on  Confessing  Christ  Today.  The  Commission  would  hope  to 
have  learnt  much  from  the  responses  of  many  groups,  to  hand  by  that 
date;  and  looks  with  eager  expectation  to  the  help  which  will  be 
forthcoming  from  those  groups  in  the  next  few  months  and  years. 
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APPENDIX  III 

REACTION  OF  THE  FAITH  AND  ORDER  WORKING  COMMITTEE 
TO  THE  STUDY  PAPER  ON 
"UNITY  OF  THE  CHURCH  - UNITY  OF  MANKIND" 


The  Committee  expresses  appreciation  for  the  wealth  of  ideas 
in  this  rich  and  provocative  essay.  In  order  to  aid  the  staff  in  its 
subsequent  work,  we  propose  to  highlight  and  supplement  some  of  the 
most  important  issues  raised  in  the  paper  and  during  the  discussion  of 
the  full  committee.  Suggestions  for  clarification  of  language  or 
revision  of  contents  are  considered  under  the  following  headings: 
interdependence,  mankind,  the  Church  as  mystery  and  sign,  the  Church's 
unity  and  diversity,  conciliarity . 

Interdependence 

1.  The  concept  can  be  employed  in  at  least  three  ways.  It  can 

be  used  neutrally  as  a factual  description  of  our  growingly  technological 
societies.  It  can  also  be  used,  either  positively  or  negatively,  as  a 
value  judgment  on  the  impact  made  by  modern  technology  on  traditional 
values  and  lifestyles.  Finally,  it  can  be  employed  theologically,  either 
positively  or  negatively,  to  refer  to  the  fulfilment  of  God's  purposes 
for  human  life  together.  Christian  faith  hopes  for  the  ultimate  unity 
of  mankind  in  a new  humanity  reconciled  with  God  in  Jesus  Christ. 

In  light  of  these  varied  usages,  is  the  term  "interdependence" 
too  ambiguous  for  employment  as  a major  category  in  the  paper?  Or  is 
it  the  very  ambiguity  of  the  situation  which  makes  such  a term 
necessary? 


2.  Technological  interdependence  is  only  one  illustrative 

aspect  of  the  "unity  of  mankind"  cited  in  the  paper's  title.  Not 
discussed  in  the  text  are  the  many  qualities  of  human  spirituality  and 
life,  rooted  in  the  creation  of  all  persons  in  the  image  of  God,  that 
have  recently  assumed  great  significance  in  dialogues  among  men  of 
different  faiths. 

In  order  to  bring  the  two  into  greater  harmony,  either  the 
text  should  be  expanded  or  the  title  should  be  narrowed.  If  the  former 
is  done,  then  the  title  could  be  something  like  The  Unity  of  the  Church: 
Sign  of  the  New  Humanity  in  Christ.  If  the  latter  is  chosen,  then  the 
title  should  be  changed  to  The  Unity  of  the  Church  in  an  Interdependent 
World. 

Mankind 


This  term  is  also  highly  abstract  and  equivocal.  In  light 
of  the  Christian  witness,  we  must  do  justice  to  both  a)  the  commonalities 
of  personhood  inherent  in  all  of  God's  human  creatures,  and  b)  the 
particularities  of  sexuality,  race  and  life-setting  in  the  diversity 
gifts  shared  by  different  persons  and  groups.  Neither  idea  should 
be  emphasized  at  the  expense  of  the  other. 
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Church  as  Mystery  and  Sign 

1.  We  suggest  that  section  IV  be  revised  under  the  new  heading 
cited. 

2.  The  Church  as  mystery  is  centered  in  the  living  presence  of 
the  crucified  and  risen  Christ,  who  is  apprehended  only  by  the  faith 
of  the  People  of  God.  We  recommend  that  the  references  to  the  Church 
as  "sacrament"  be  omitted,  since  they  are  not  theologically  essential 
to  the  general  thrust  of  the  argument. 

The  fact  that  the  Church  is  a mystery  implies  that  it  is 
also  a sign.  This  provides  a strong  foundation  for  the  ecumenical 
responsibility  to  make  manifest  the  sign  under  the  conditions  of  human 
interdependence.  Signs  both  point  to  God's  gifts  and  call  for  their 
concrete  manifestation.  They  are  historical  embodiments  of  spiritual 
gifts  and  realities.  By  its  very  nature,  the  Church  as  sign  demands 
visible  and  institutional  expressions  of  the  unity  of  the  People  of  God. 

4.  There  are  always  elements  of  ambiguity  in  the  visibility  of 
the  Church.  On  the  one  hand,  signs  always  anticipate  the  eschatological 
fulfilment  of  human  history.  This  dimension  is  well  developed  in  the 
paper.  On  the  other  hand,  signs  are  always  obscured  by  the  persisting 
sinfulness  of  Christians.  This  dimension  needs  more  extensive  develop- 
ment throughout  the  remainder  of  the  paper.  Christians  should  disavow 
all  triumphalistic  or  Utopian  illusions  which  regard  the  Church  as  an 
unambiguous  sign  of  the  unity  of  mankind. 

5.  Granting  the  qualification  of  ambiguity,  we  nevertheless 
affirm  that  there  are  a wide  variety  of  visible  forms  by  which 
Christians  can  and  do  witness  to  the  hope  that  is  in  them.  Empowered 
and  illumined  by  the  Holy  Spirit,  Christian  witness  to  the  world  may 
take  such  forms  as  worship  and  mission,  priestly  service,  prophetic 
proclamation  and  suffering  love. 

Visible  expressions  of  Christian  testimony  are  always 
conditioned  by  the  needs  of  the  world.  Louvain  rightly  explored  the 
ecclesiological  significance  of  such  expressions  of  Christian 
visibility  as  solidarity  with  the  oppressed,  judgment  of  racism,  and 
compassion  in  fellowship  with  persons  who  are  mentally  and  physically 
handicapped. 

Church's  Unity  and  Diversity 

1.  In  light  of  the  world's  interdependence,  we  welcome  a new 
look  at  the  tension  between  the  Church’s  unity  and  diversity.  We 
understand  "unity  in  diversity"  and  "diversity  centered  on  Christ"  to 
be  the  same  in  meaning  but  different  in  accent.  Differing  societal 
challenges  elicit  differing  Christian  responses.  We  should  accent 
"unity  in  diversity"  in  church  situations  where  preoccupation  with 
diversity  can  easily  degenerate  into  absolutizing  particularities.  In 
like  fashion,  we  should  accent  "diversity  centered  in  Christ"  where  a 
unified  ecclesial  situation  approaches  monolithic  proportions. 

2.  While  endorsing  the  paper’s  appreciation  for  the  richness 
manifest  in  human  expressions  of  diversity,  we  suggest  that  more 
attention  be  given  to  the  various  forms  and  kinds  among  the  diversities 


45 


themselves:  e.g.,  (a)  in  creation,  (b)  in  historical  and  cultural 
heritage,  (c)  in  geographical  and  situational  settings,  (d)  in  gifts 
of  the  Spirit,  and  (e)  in  the  various  Christian  traditions. 

3.  Diversities  in  the  first  four  of  the  abovementioned 
categories  are  considered  to  be  complementary  and  mutually  enriching 
when  dedicated  to  the  common  good.  They  become  evil  only  when  they  are 
absolutized  into  idols  and  inspire  claims  of  superiority  and  practices 
of  separation. 

Special  problems  in  need  of  further  study  center  on  the  fifth 
category,  viz.,  diversities  among  the  various  Christian  traditions. 

How  much,  and  what  forms  of  diversity  are  to  be  permitted,  or  even 
welcomed,  here?  Is  it  legitimate  to  infer  from  the  Biblical  witness 
to  the  Spirit’s  diversified  gifts  (charismata)  that  these  also  find 
corporate  expression  as  different  Christian  traditions  manifest  various 
gifts  in  varying  degrees  in  ministering  to  the  distinctive  needs  of 
the  particular  cultures  in  which  they  proclaim  Christ?  Certainly  the 
criteria  for  distinguishing  "diversity”  and  "divison"  need  far  greater 
clarification  among  us. 

4.  "Catholicity"  is  rightly  developed  in  qualitative  terms  of 
wholeness  rather  than  in  quantitative  terms  of  geographical  universality. 
We  therefore  ask  whether  another  concept  might  be  substituted  for 
"indigenization"  in  the  text.  The  latter  term  seems  overloaded  with 
geographical  connotations  in  current  usage,  especially  in  tlie  context 

of  Church  mission. 

Conciliarity 

1.  In  fidelity  to  the  total  Toronto  statement,  we  believe  that 
the  legitimate  concerns  for  both  truth  and  unity  can  be  preserved,  and 
even  enhanced,  if  conciliarity  is  not  interpreted  narrowly  in  an 
exclusively  canonical  manner.  We  rather  endorse  the  text's  broader 
understanding  of  conciliarity  in  terms  of  "the  quality  of  ecclesial 
fellowship  and  the  forms  of  life  which  correspond  to  this  understanding 
of  the  Church". 

2.  Conciliarity  would  appear  to  be  a fruitful  process  and 
lifestyle  in  which  the  Church  could  become  more  visible  as  it  manifests 
its  unity  as  a "diversity  centered  in  Christ"  to  an  interdependent 
world. 
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APPENDIX  IV 


HOW  DO  ORTHODOX  LOOK  AT  THE  PROBLEM  OF 
'CONCEPTS  OF  UNITY  AND  MODELS  OF  UNION?' 


On  August  2-3,  1973,  a group  of  Orthodox  theologians  met  at 
Geneva  to  consider  the  issue  of  Church  unity  in  the  ecumenical  movement. 
The  meeting  was  organized  by  the  Faith  and  Order  Secretariat  of  the 
World  Council  of  Churches.  At  its  meeting  in  Louvain  (1971)  the  Faith 
and  Order  Commission  decided  to  undertake  a study  on  "concepts  of 
unity  and  models  of  union".  Plans  were  made  for  a large  consultation 
to  be  held  in  Salamanca  (Spain)  from  September  23  to  October  1,  1973* 

In  order  to  prepare  for  this  meeting  the  Faith  and  Order  Secretariat 
prepared  a preliminary  study  paper  on  the  subject.  It  was  widely 
circulated  with  the  aim  to  secure  comments  from  many  quarters.  The 
Consultation  of  Orthodox  theologians  was  convened  to  make  sure  that 
the  Orthodox  approach  to  the  problems  of  Church  unity  be  adequately 
represented  at  the  meeting  in  Salamanca.  Some  of  the  findings  were 
summarized  as  follows: 

1.  The  Unity  of  the  Church  is  the  central  concern  of  the 
ecumenical  movement.  The  Orthodox  can  only  welcome  the  fact  that  a 
fresh  effort  is  being  made  in  the  Faith  and  Order  Commission  and  in 
the  World  Council  as  a whole  to  deal  with  the  theme  of  "concepts  of 
unity  and  models  of  union".  They  hope  that  the  theme  will  be  prominent  ; 
on  the  agenda  of  the  forthcoming  Assembly  of  the  World  Council  of 
Churches  (1975) • 

2.  The  working  paper  on  "concepts  of  unity  and  models  of  union" 
represents  a valuable  attempt  at  suggesting  a methodology  for  the 
search  of  unity,  by  raising  important  issues  and  establishing 
priorities. 

3.  The  paper  enumerates  various  types  of  understanding  the 
unity  of  the  Church.  One  of  these  descriptions  reflects  roughly  the 
Orthodox  approach  to  unity.  Though  this  description  is  not  wrong 

it  requires  development  and  more  precision,  especially  if  one  takes 
seriously  the  affirmation  made  in  the  paper  that  "the  ecumenical 
encounter  undergoes  a significant  change  in  character  when  the  Orthodox 
join  in".  The  group  has  made  an  attempt  to  work  out  a revised 
description  of  the  Orthodox  approach: 

Unity  is  preserved  by  the  Holy  Tradition  (T)  alive  in 
the  Church  from  the  very  beginning.  The  faith,  hope  and 
love  of  the  apostolic  community  becomes  a reality  and  is 
perpetuated  in  history  in  the  Church  by  the  power  of  the 
Holy  Spirit.  It  is  by  this  living  Tradition,  which  is  the 
form  taken  by  Christ's  "economy"  through  the  Spirit  for 
the  salvation  of  the  world,  that  the  Church  is  one. 

The  witness  borne  by  the  Church  is  the  same  as  that  of  the 
first  apostolic  community  and  finds  supreme  expression  in 
the  Liturgy.  The  Church  has  a ministry  which  continues 
the  apostolic  ministry,  and  the  whole  of  its  life  is 
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constantly  related  to  the  experience  of  the  Saints  of  all 
the  ages. 

The  prayer  for  the  presence  of  the  Spirit  in  the  celebration 
of  the  Eucharist  is  an  expression  of  the  assurance  that 
God  continually  renews  the  community  in  a continuity  which 
is  historical.  Divided  Christians  can  therefore  rediscover 
their  full  communion  in  the  one  Body  of  Christ  as  they  are 
led  to  rediscover  one  another  in  this  living  Tradition. 

4.  Thus,  in  the  ecumenical  debate  on  the  unity  of  the  Church, 
the  Orthodox  emphasize  the  God-given,  ontological  and  indivisible 
unity  of  the  Body  of  Christ  realized  and  preserved  in  history.  They 
believe  that  this  unity  has  existed  continuously  and  without  inter- 
ruption in  the  Orthodox  church,  its  doctrine,  its  sacraments  and  its 
essential  order  - even  if  its  members,  either  as  individuals  or  as 

a historic  fellowship,  fail  to  realize  and  manifest  the  implications 
of  this  divine  gift.  Other  churches  find  it  difficult  to  accept  this 
claim.  They  share  the  view  that  the  church  is  founded  and  given  in 
Christ  and  that  it  has  existed  in  history  without  interruption.  They 
cannot  share  the  identification  of  the  one  Church  with  the  Orthodox 
church.  They  either  identify  the  one  Church  with  a different 
historical  tradition  or  believe  that  the  continuity  must  be  affirmed 
in  faith  but  cannot  be  identified  with  one  particular  historical 
tradition.  This  divergence  represents  the  very  ecumenical  dilemma. 

If  we  are  to  stay  together  in  one  ecumenical  movement  we  need  a 
working  methodology  which  gives  full  credit  to  all  these  positions 
and  suggests  to  all  the  right  questions  to  be  asked  from  one  another, 
so  that  the  answers  may  lead  to  ecumenical  progress  towards  union. 

5.  Among  the  issues  which  emerged  in  the  discussion  are  the 
following: 

(a)  There  is  need  to  determine  what  really  belongs  to  the  unchangeable 
essentials  of  church  life  and  is  therefore  distinct  from  the 
changeable  forms,  created  by  historical  circumstances.  For 
instance,  if  there  is  necessary  continuity  in  the  episcopal 
office,  how  legitimate  are  the  changes  in  the  actual  exercise  of 
this  office  between  the  second,  the  fourth  and  the  twentieth 
centuries? 

(b)  What  is  the  relationship  between  the  true,  given  unity  of  the 
Church  which  the  Orthodox  believe  is  found  in  the  Orthodox  church 
and  the  fellowship  in  love  which  Orthodox  Christians  share  with 
those  who  are  outside  the  canonical  limits  of  the  Orthodox  church? 
The  claim  of  the  Orthodox  church  leads  non-Orthodox  to  ask  how 
the  Orthodox  estimate  Christian  ecclesial  life  outside  of  the  One 
Church.  Generally  the  Orthodox  avoid  giving  precise  definitions 
of  the  ecclesial  status  of  non-Orthodox  Christians  and  churches, 
not  because  they  are  indifferent  to  doctrinal  matters  but  because 
they  feel  that  the  soteriological  consequences  of  heresy  and/or 
schism  should  be  left  to  the  judgment  of  God.  They  concentrate 
on  maintaining  the  positive  witness  to  the  Truth  for  which  they 
feel  responsible.  The  questions  arising  in  the  encounter  with 
the  non-Orthodox  vary  from  church  to  church.  As  the  Orthodox 
meet  Protestants  they  must  ask  the  question  as  to  how  the  onto- 
logical unity  and  identiy  of  the  Church  can  be  expressed  without 


48 


a permanent  and  visible  criterion  of  unity  in  the  midst  of 
infinite  variations  and  even  contradictions  in  creed  and  in 
church  structure  created  by  historical  change. 

(c)  At  present,  much  is  being  said  about  "a  genuinely  universal 

council"  as  a goal  for  the  ecumenical  movement.  The  Orthodox 
believe  that  a Council  presupposes  and  expresses  the  unity  and 
the  catholicity  of  the  Church.  A Council  can  only  be  held  if 
all  its  members  fully  recognize  each  other,  as  belonging  to  the 
same  Church  of  Christ,  guided  by  the  same  Spirit.  A council  is 
an  assembly  representing  local  churches,  each  possessing,  in  the 
unity  with  the  others,  the  fullness  of  catholicity,  witnessing 
together  to  the  same  truth,  aiming  at  maintaining  unity  which  is 
perhaps  threatened  and  possibly  also  admitting  that  some  do  not 
belong  to  the  koinonia  of  the  church.  In  the  light  of  this  idea 
of  conciliarity  the  ecumenical  movement  should  be  seen  as  an 
effort,  aiming  at  making  a Council  possible  (a  Council  of  the 
now  still  separated  Christians)  and  as  a service  to  the  whole 
pre-conciliar  process  which  allows  an  approach  to  mutual 
recognition  as  well  as  the  painful  discovery  of  persisting 
differences.  It  is  our  common  duty  to  overcome  the  latter  and 
thus  to  move  nearer  to  the  fullness  of  unity  in  Christ. 

6.  In  some  of  its  methodological  suggestions  the  paper  on 
"concepts  of  unity  and  models  of  union"  takes  too  much  for  granted 
some  questionable  affirmations;  for  instance,  that  there  is  a 
correspondence  between  the  differences  in  the  New  Testament  itself 

and  the  doctrinal  and  structural  divisons  among  present-day  Christians, 
as  if  the  often  controversial  historical  origin  and  thought  forms  of 
individual  Biblical  writings  could  legitimately  preserve  independent 
authority  after  the  adoption  of  the  canon  by  the  church. 

7.  The  group  welcomes  the  reference  in  the  study  paper  to  the 
New  Delhi  statement  on  Unity  and  the  Uppsala  report  on  Catholicity 
which  in  their  opinion,  give  an  adequate  description  of  the  goal  of 
the  ecumenical  movement.  The  enumeration  of  different  elements  in 
these  statements  provides  the  agenda  for  the  common  search  of  unity. 

The  statements  deserve  further  attention  and  implementation. 

8.  Finally,  the  study  of  "concepts  of  unity  and  models  of  union" 
should  be  accompanied  by  a parallel  examination  of  "factors  of 
divison"  which  would  allow  to  make  an  appropriate  distinction  between 
legitimate  pluralism  and  sinful  divisons.  The  latter  being  quite 
diverse  in  character  - some  being  of  doctrinal,  others  of  sociological 
or  ethical  nature  - are  works  of  the  enemy  and  a common  struggle 
against  these  should  be  a part  of  our  search  for  the  Unity  in  Christ. 
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